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CONSTITUTIONALITY OF TAX ON INCOMES 
FROM SECURITIES HELD IN TRUST 
OUTSIDE THE STATE. 





This is the open season for taxing in- 
comes. Everybody is doing it and it is a 
very remarkable income which is able suc- 
cessfully to run the gauntlet of the tax- 
gatherer today. And the Supreme Court in 
the recent case of -Maguire v. T'refry, 40 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 417, has encouraged the tax 
hunters in their search for more game. In 
that case the Court held that the section 
of the Massachusetts law taxing the income 
of a resident of the state derived from a 
trust administered under the laws of an- 
other state in securities in the possession of 
the trustee in such other state does not deny 
due process of law in violation of Const. 
U. S. Amend. 14, as subjecting to taxation 
property beyond the limits and outside the 
jurisdiction of the state, as the beneficiary 
has an equitable right, title and interest, 
distinct from the legal ownership. 

Tax laws are proverbially illogical in 
the principles governing their construction. 
The Dr. Jekyl and Mr. Hyde effect of all 
other tax laws is rapidly becoming the 
chief characteristic of the state income tax 
laws and the Supreme Court is kept busy 
jumping from one principle to another in 
the effort to sustain such laws. 
called property in one case and taxed as be- 


Income is 


longing to the owner at his domicile. That 
is the position taken in the principal case. 
It is next considered as a part of the cor- 
pus, or principal or which it is a product, 
and therefore taxable in the state where the 
capital is invested. ‘That was the decision 
in the recent case of Shaffer v. Carter, 40 
Sup. Ct. 221, where the income from an oil 
well in Oklahoma belonging to a resident of 
Illinois was held to be taxable in Okla- 
homa. 
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\What is an income tax? Is it a tax in 
rem or a tax in personam? In the principal 
case the Court calls it a property tax, but 
declares the property to be in the nature 
of an equitable interest in the beneticiary 
to the income of the trust fund. ‘The situs 
of such income is therefore at the situs of 
the owner of the income, to wit, at the lat- 
ter’s domicile. In the Shaffer case the 
Court held that the income was a part of 
the corpus or principal from which it was 
derived, and was properly taxed at the 
place where the capital was invested. Both 
these theories cannot be true and it is. in- 
cumbent on the Supreme Court to adopt 
one or the other theory in order that in- 
come derived from sources outside the state 
may not be subjected to greater burdens 
than incomes derived from 
within the state. 


investments 


It is our opinion that the theory in the 
present case is preferable to the opinion 
in the Shaffer case. ‘The income tax is not 
a tax on the corpus of the estate, but on the 
income after it has been separated from the 
principal. It is only an individual that can 
have an income. An oil well cannot make 
a profit, but an oil company or an oil well 
This distinction was made 
many years ago of an earlier income tax 
by Chief Justice Shaw in Bates v. Boston, 
5+ Cush. (Mass.) 93, where he said: 

“The assessment does not touch the 
fund, or control it; nor does it interfere 
with the trustee in the exercise of his 
proper duties; nor call him, nor hold him, 
to any accountability. It affects only the 
income, after it has been paid by the trus- 
tee to the beneficiary.” 


We are seeking by this suggestion to in- 
duce the Supreme Court of the United 
States to adopt some definite theory of in- 
come taxation so as to avoid the injustice 
of double taxation which disgraces every 
other form of taxation. We are aware of 
the many decisions of the Supreme Court 
which have permitted the same property to 
be taxed under different theories in differ- 
ent states. We are aware of the fact that 


owner Can. 
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intangible property can be taxed as a debt 
in one place, a credit in another and even 
as tangible property in the place where the 
evidences of such property are deposited. 
We are aware of the plausible argument 
advanced to sustain each form of taxation, 
that the individual or the property is pro- 
tected and his right to enforce his rights 
guaranteed by the state which has a right 
to tax him for the benefits conferred. But 
this reason is more plausible than real. It 
presupposes that we are still only a loose 
bundle of separate jurisdictions instead of 
one great nation. State boundary lines 
should not be permitted to work an injus- 
tice upon citizens of the United States 
which is not suffered by the citizens of any 


other nation. 


We are not opposing the right of the 
state to enforce different tax assessments 
upon the same property; we are objecting 
to the unnecessary and unjust theory that 
as between the states of the Union, the 
same property can have a situs in two or 
for purposes of imposing 


three states 


the same tax. If a corporation in Chicago 
earns one million dollars and a stockholder 
living in Indianapolis receives a dividend 
therefrom amounting to one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, there is no valid objection to 
an income tax being levied on the income of 
the corporation and also upon the income 
of the stockholder, although in effect it 
amounts to doubie taxation. “This kind of 
duplication cannot be prevented where the 
But 
it does not seem logical or fair to tax the in- 
come of the corporation at Chicago and 
the income of the stockholder both at Chi- 
cago, the source of the dividend and also 
at Indianapolis, the domicile of the stock- 
holder. And this injustice is more appar- 
ent, it seems to us, in the case of incomes 
If the trustee is 


same property takes different forms. 


derived through trustees. 


engaged in an active business for the bene- 
ficiaries, his income as trustee might prop- 
erly be taxed at his residence, but the share 





of each beneficiary in the net income of the 
trust should not be taxed both at the domi- 
cile of the trustee and at the domicile of 
the cestui que trust. 


We believe that Court 
should extend to choses in action the just 
and logical principle declared in the case 
of Union Transit Co. v. Kentucky, 199 
U. S. 194, 26 Sup. Ct. Rep. 36, wherein 
it was held that tangible personal prop- 
erty, permanently located in another state 
than that of the owner—where it had ac- 
quired a situs, and was taxed irrespec- 
tive of the domicile of the owner-—was 
beyond the taxing power of the state, 
and that an attempt to tax such property 
at the owner’s domicile was a denial of due 
under the 


the Supreme 


process of law Fourteenth 


Amendment. 


In the Union Transit Company case the 
Supreme Court exposed the unreality of 
the old fiction masquerading as a mixim— 
“mobilia personam sequuntur”—and fixed 
the situs of tangible personal property at 
the place of its actual situs. Now let the 
Supreme Court do the same thing for in- 
tangible personal property. Let the Court 
declare the situs of a chose in action for 
purposes of taxation, or, if you please, for 
all purposes to be at the domicile of the 
owner. Business demands and is entitled 


to a clear decision on this point. If 


A of 
$500 on a note payable to a bank in New 


Louisville owes B of Cincinnati 
York and the note is deposited with other 
securities with a bank in Chicago, it is 
ridiculous to say that the $500 can be taxed 
in Kentucky, Ohio, New York and Illinois. 
And now comes the income tax on the in- 
Where shall this be assessed? Shall 
the same old injustice be wrought and the 


terest. 


same old fallacies be brought forward in 
justification as in the case of other intangi- 
ble property? Choses in action represent 
the bulk of the wealth of the country today 
and their situs for all purposes should be 
definitely determined. 
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NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 


TRADE-MARKS CONSISTING IN PART 
OF DESCRIPTIVE WORDS MAY BE REG- 
ISTERED WHEN ACCOMPANIED BY DIS- 
CLAIMER.—The Supreme Court has corrected 
an unwarranted practice of the Patent Office in 
refusing to register trade-marks which con- 
tained words descriptive of the goods or de- 
vices represented by the trade-mark. Estate 
of Beckwith v. Commissioner of Patents, 40 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 414. 


In the Beckwith case the plaintiff sought to 
register a trade-mark in the form of a seal 
containing the face of an Indian in the center, 
with the encircling words, “Round Oak Moist- 
air Heating System.” This was enclosed in a 
circular border of oak leaves. The Commis- 
sioner found that the ‘trade-mark was law- 
fully registrable except for the words, “Moist- 
air Heating System,” which petitioner was re- 
quired to delete before the Commissioner would 
register the trade-mark. The Court of Ap- 
peals sustained the Commissioner of Patents 
but were in turn reversed by the Supreme 
Court. : 


The Court of Appeals based its decision on 
Section 5 of the Trade-mark Registration Act 
which reads as follows: 


“Provided that no mark which consists * * * 
merely in words or devices which are de- 
scriptive of the goods with which they are 
used, or of the character or quality of such 
goods, * * * shall be registered under the 
terms of this act.” 

The Supreme Court calls attention to the 
fact that this section of the trade-mark law 
is only declaratory of the rule previously an- 
nounced by the Court. After citing many 
authorities to prove the older rule, the Court 
said: 


“Thus the proviso quoted, being simply an 
expression in statutory form of the prior gen- 
eral rule of law that words merely descrip- 
tive are not a proper subject for exclusive 
trade-mark appropriation, if the application 
in this case had been to regisfer only the 
words ‘Moistair Heating System,’ plainly it 
would have fallen within the terms of the 
prohibition, for they are merely descriptive 
of a claimed property or quality of the peti- 
tioner’s heating system—that by it moisture 
is imparted to the air in the process of heat- 
ing. But the application was not to register 
these descriptive words ‘merely,’ alone and 
apart from the marks shown in the drawing, 
but in a described manner of association with 
other words, ‘Round Oak,’ which are not de- 
scriptive of any quality of applicant’s heating 
system, and as a definitely positioned part of 





an entirely fanciful and arbitrary design or 
seal, to which the Commissioner found the 
applicant had the exclusive right. Since the 
proviso prohibits the registration not of mere- 
ly descriptive words but of a ‘trade-mark 
which consists * * * merely’ (only) of such 
words—the distinetion is substantial and plain 
—we think it sufficiently clear that such a 
composite mark as we have here does not fall 
within its terms.” 


Previous to the decision of the Court of 
Appeals denying registration to any trade- 
marks containing any matter which was mere- 
ly descriptive, it was the custom of the Pat- 
ent Office to register such trade-marks on pe- 
titioner filing a disclaimer as to the purely 
descriptive matter. This practice, although un- 
authorized by statute, is commended by the Su- 
preme Court in the following terms: 


“While there is no specific provision for dis- 
claimers in the trade-mark statute, the prac- 
tice of using them is commended to our judg- 
ment by the statement of the Commissioner of 
Patents that, so far as known, no harm came 
to the public from the practice of distinguish- 
ing, without deleting, nonregistrable matter 
in the drawing of the mark as registered, 
when a statement, forming a part of the rec- 
ord, was required that the applicant was not 
making claim to an exclusive appropriation 
of such matter except in the precise relation 
and association in which it appeared in the 
drawing and description. It seems obvious 
that no one could be deceived as to the scope 
of such a mark, and that the registrant would 
be precluded by his disclaimer from setting 
up in the future any exclusive right to the 
disclaimed part of it.” 





ARE NON-RESIDENTS ENTITLED TO 
EXACTLY THE SAME ACCESS TO COURTS 
AS ARE RESIDENTS?—No provision of the 
Constitution is more necessary to the preserva: 
tion of national unity than Article 4, Section 2, 
providing that citizens of each state shall 
be entitled to all privileges and immunities 
of citizens of the several states. In the cate- 
gory of rights protected by this provision of 
the Constitution is the right of a non-resi- 
dent to enter the courts of a state on the 
same terms substantially as residents. But 
in a recent decision the Supreme Court has 
held that this does not mean that a non- 
resident is entitled to exactly the same rights as 
residents, but simply that the terms on which 
they may enter the courts shall be adequate. 
Canadian Northern Ry..Co. v. Eggen, 40 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 402. , 

In the Eggen case the plaintiff, Eggen, a 
resident of North Dakota, recovered a judg- 
ment in the District Court for the District 


' of Minnesota on a cause of action for in- 





442 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


No. 25 








juries received by the plaintiff two years 
before while the plaintiff was in the em- 
ploy of the defendant Railway Company in 
the City of Humboldt, Saskatchewan, Canada. 
This judgment was reversed by the Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the reason that by the 
laws of Canada, this action should have been 
brought in one year from the time the injury 
was sustained. The reason for the decision 
of the Court of Appeals was a statute of Min- 
nesota providing as follows: 


“When a cause of action has arisen outside 
of this state, and, by the laws of the place 
where it arose, an action thereon is there 
barred by lapse of time, no such action shall 
be maintained in this state unless the plain- 
tiff be a citizen of the state who has owned 
the cause of action ever since it accrued.” 

The general rule in this class of cases is 
that the law of the forum will govern as to 
the time in which an action can be brought 
unless the limitation is imposed specially in 
the law creating the right of action. In 
other words, as to the general statute of lim- 
itations the lex fori rather than the lex delicti 
controls, since in such a case it is a question 
referable to the remedy rather than to the 
substantive right created by the foreign law. 
In Minnesota, the limitation on actions of 
this character is six years. The decision of 
the Court of Appeals, therefore, would be cor- 
rect if the statute quoted above, applying a 
different rule to non-residents, infringes, as 
the Court of Appeals declares it does, the 
plaintiff’s constitutional right to the “privileges 
and immunities” enjoyed by citizens of Minne- 
sota. 

The Supreme Court, however, takes a dif- 
ferent view of the question and holds that 
Article 4, Section 2, of the Constitution is 
not violated by the statute relied upon by 
the defendant railroad company. The Court 
in.its opinion makes a very important declara- 
tion as to the power of a state to discriminate 
against non-residents in respect to the right 
of access to the courts of the state. The 
Court said: 


“This constitutional requirement is _ satis- 
fied if the non-resident is given access to the 
courts of the state upon terms which in them- 
selves are reasonable and adequate for the 
enforcing of any rights he may have, even 
though they may not be technically and pre- 
cisely the same in extent as those accord- 
ed to resident citizens: The power is in the 
courts, ultimately in this court, to determine 
the adequacy and reasonableness of such 
terms. A man cannot be said to be denied, 
in a constitutional or in any rational sense, 
the privilege of resorting to courts to enforce 





his rights when he is ‘given free access to 
them for a length of time reasonably sufficient 
to enable an ordinarily diligent man to in- 
stitute proceedings for their protection.” 

It is interesting to note that from a time 
very early in our history, it has been custom- 
ary to impose different requirements upon 
non-residents than upon residénts as a con- 
dition of resorting to the local courts. This 
is particularly true in the case of security 
for costs which is very generally required of 
a non-resident, but not of resident citizens. 
So also in cases of attachment where a non- 
resident’s property may be attached for rea- 
sons which would not justify an attachment 
of the goods of a resident. Of such require- 
ments it has been said by the Supreme Court 
that “it has never been supposed that regu- 
lations of that character materially interfered 
with the enjoyment by citizens of each state 
of the privileges and immunities secured by 
the Constitution to citizens of the several 
states.” Blake v. McClung, 172 U. S. 239, 256, 
19 Sup. Ct. 165, 172. 








WHAT IS A “HIGHWAY?’—A DIS- 
CUSSION OF ENGLISH DECI- 
SIONS. 


In a case lately before the Divisional 
Court (Mr. Justice Darling) the authori- 
ties cited disclosed an interesting series of 
attempts by our judges to frame a suffi- 
ciently wide definition of the term “high- 
way.” Such a task might be deemed com- 
paratively simple, but our readers will form 
their own conclusions after a perusal of 
what is underwritten, as to the success or 
otherwise of the attempted definitions. 

Lord Hale in Austin’s (Katherine) Case* 
said: “If a way lead to a market or were 
a way for all travelers and did communi- 
cate with a great road, etc., it is a high- 
way.” In 1 Hawkins C. P..,? it is defined as 
a way “which is common to all the king’s 
people whether it lead to a market town 
or only from town to town.” Lord Cole- 
ridge in 1876: “The common definition 
of a highway that is given in all the text- 


(1) 1672, 1 Vent. 189. 
(2) C. 76, Section 1. 





- Fh ev @ 4 © OO S&F DB. 


n~«* fF < 


> = ee 








 XUM 


VoL. YU 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


443 








books of authority is that it is a way lead- 
ing from one market town or inhabited 
place to another inhabited place, which is 
common to all the Queen’s subjects.”* “A 
passage which is open to all the King’s 
subjects,” says Smith’s Leading Cases.* 
And in “Pratt on Highways,’ it is laid 
down that a highway comprises all por- 
tions of land over which every subject of 
the Crown may lawfully pass. This sum- 
mary by the leading text-books on the sub- 
ject of highways is no doubt wide, “but in 
this, as in all the definitions, there exists 
one common factor, namely, that the way 
or place, whatever it may be, is open to 
all the King’s subjects, and not merely to a 
limited or privileged few. 


It is an essential element of a highway 
that it should be open to all members of 
the public. It, therefore, excludes a way 
over which a right of passage is given by 
license or in exercise of a right of owner- 
ship or occupation of adjoining land where- 
by an easement over such way is granted 
or possessed. Roads commonly called “oc- 
cupation” roads laid out for the accommo- 
dation of the occupiers of adjoining prop- 
erties do not come within the definitions. 
Nor, again, do village greens, parks, or 
fields, over which the inhabitants of a par- 
ticular district have by custom or other- 
wise obtained a right of recreation. 


Though a way to be a highway must be 
open to all and sundry it need not be a 
thoroughfare. “If it were otherwise, in 
such a great town as this (London) it 
would be a trap to make people trespass- 
ers.” So said Lord Kenyon, C. J., in Rug- 
by Charity Trustees v. Merryweather.® 
The subject, however, has not rested there, 
as subsequently to this pronouncement 
there was considerable discussion on the 
matter and views were expressed contra- 
dictory to the above. Since the case of 


(3) Bailey v. Jamieson, 1876, 1 C. P. D. 329. 
(4) 11th Edition, Volume 2, page 164. 

(5) 16th Edition, at page 1. 

(6) 1790, East 375 n. 





Bateman vy. Bluck,’ however, the question 
has been at rest. In that case the plaintiff 
brought an action for trespass for entering 
the plaintiff's close and pulling down a wall 
therein. The plea was stated that the 
close was a public pavement within the 
Metropolitan Paving Act;* that the plain- 
tiff unlawfully and contrary to the Act 
erected therein the said wall, and because 
the wall encumbered the pavement and 
plaintiff refused on defendant’s request to 
remove the same, defendant entered and 
pulled it down. It was held, on motion for 
judgment, non obstante veredicto, that the 
plea was bad for showing that it was abso- 
lutely necessary for defendant, in order to 
exercise the alleged right of passage, to 
remove the wall. And it was further held 
that a public highway may in law exist 
over a place which is not a thoroughfare. 
Lord Campbell, C. J., thus delivered judg- 
ment: * 


“On the issue raised by the fourth plea, 
I think the defendant is entitled to a ver- 
dict. That plea alleges that there was a 
public highway through the locus in quo, 
and that it was impossible for the defend- 
ant to pass along the highway without re- 
moving the wall. The jury found that this 
was such bublic highway ; and we are bound 
to assume that finding to be good, unless, 
as is contended, there cannot in law be a 
highway through a place which is no thor- 
oughfare. It seems to me that such a doc- 
trine is incorrect. There may or may not 
be a highway under these circumstances. 
Take the case of a large square with only 
one entrance, the owner of which has for 
many years permitted all persons to go into 
and round it; it would be strange if he 
could afterwards treat all persons entering 
it, except the inhabitants, as trespassers. 
In the Trustees of the Rugby Charity v. 
Merryweather, Lord Kenyon laid down 
that there might be a highway through a 
place which was not a thoroughfare, and 
seems to have left it to the jury whether 
there was such highway or not. In Wood- 
yer v. Haddon (1813), 5 Taun 126, the 
Court did not decide that there could not 
be a highway under such circumstances, 


(7) 1852, 18 Q. B. 870. 
(8) 57 Geo. 3, exxix. 
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but only that in that particular case there 
was none; and I do not find anything de-- 
cided there which is necessarily incon- 
sistent with what was laid down by Lord 
Kenyon.” 

There are three kinds of ways which can 
be highways and which have been classified 
by Lord Coke.® “There be three kynds of 
wayes whereof you shall reade in our an- 
cient bookes—first a footway which is 
called iter quod est jus eundi vel ambulandi 
hominis ; and this is the first way. The sec- 
ond is a footway and horseway, which is 
called actus ab agendo; and this vulgarly is 
called pack and prime way, because it is 
both a footway, which was the first or prime 
way and a pack or drift way also. The 
third is via aditus, which contains the other 
two and also a cartway, etc., for this is jus 
eundi, vehendi, et vehiculum et jementum 
ducendi; and this is twofold, viz., Regia via, 
the King’s highway for all men, et com- 


munis strate, belonging to a city or town or 
between neighbour and neighbours.” 


To designate a footpath as a highway 
certainly would appear rather grandilo- 
quent, but on principle guided by the con- 
siderations and definitions quoted above, 
there is no reason why it should not be 
so called. The question, however, has 
been debated more than once. In 1836, 
in the case of Davies v. Stephens,’ it was 
decided that if in an action for trespass 
the defendant pleads a footway his plea is 
supported by proof of a carriageway, as 
a carriageway always includes a footway. 
A gate being kept across a way is not con- 
clusive that it is not a public way, as the 
way may have been granted to the public 
with a reservation of the right of keeping 
a gate across it to prevent cattle straying. 
The case before Mr. Justice Darling, re- 
ferred to at the commencement of this ar- 
ticle,1 was an appeal from a decision of 
the Justices, who had convicted Dennis and 


Co. Lib. 56a. 
7 C. & P. 570 
Dennis & Son, Ltd., v. Good. 


(9) 
(10) 
(11) 





Sons under section 72 of the Highway Act, 
1835, of unlawfully destroying the surface 
of certain highways, the highways being 
public footpaths in two fields belonging to 
Dennis and Sons, and they had been de- 
stroyed by being ploughed up. Dennis and 
Sons sought to justify their action on two 
grounds, (1) that the footpath was not a 
highway ; and (2) that they had acted un- 
der a notice from the war agricultural ex- 
ecutive committee of Holland County Coun- 
cil, wh¥ch required them to plough and 
convert into arable the grass land in ques- 
tion so as to provide a good crop for the 
harvest of 1918. The conviction was up- 
held. But Mr. J. Darling had some doubt 
whether a footpath could be a highway. 
In his judgment he says: “An ordinary 
person would not call a footpath a high- 
way, and I was at first inclined to think 
that the appellants had committed no of- 
fense, but the decision in Mercer v. Wood- 
gate,” went upon the assumption that a 
footpath was a highway, and therefore the 
Justices were right in holding that the ap- 
pellant had infringed the statute.” 

The case referred to by Mr. J. Darling 
decided that there may in law be a dedica- 
tion to the public of a right-of-way such as 
a footpath across a field subject to the 
right of the owner of the soil to plough it 
up in due course of husbandry and delete | 
all trace of it for the time. This case, apart 
from assuming a pathway may be a high- 
way, also deals with the point raised and 
decided in Davis v. Stephens referred to 
above, that a way can be dedicated to the 
public with.a reservation as to the enjoy- 
ment thereof. In the year 1869 there was 
another case very similar to Mercer v. 
Woodgate, namely, Brackenborough v. 
Thorseby (1869), 33 J. P. 565. In this 
case, during the course of the argument, 
Mellor, J., says: “Surely a footway may 
be a highway and why should a footway 
not be protected as well as a carriageway ?” 

DonALp Mackay. 

Glasgow, Scotland. 


(12) 1869, L. R. 5 Q. B. 26. 
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SUFFICIENCY OF SERVICE OF NO- 
TICE TO VACATE BY LAND- 
LORD. 


Introductory.—At common law and by 
weight of authority in most states, under 
statutes relating to the subject, a notice 
by a landlord to a tenant terminating the 
tenancy need not of necessity be served 
personally on the tenant. Of course, if 
the statute prescribes the manner of serv- 
ice, its provisions must be complied with. 


As a general rule, any mode of serving 
a notice to quit is. sufficient, where it can 
be traced to the hands of the party for 
whom it was intended in due time. When- 
ever service upon the party in person is 
practicable, it should be the mode adopted ; 
but in the absence of the tenant, the notice 
may and should be served in the manner 
best calculated to reach him. — 


It has been stated in a Missouri case: 
“Service by copy may be liberally viewed 
for certain purposes. But it is not so 
viewed in all cases. One may be presumed 
to remember that he has indorsed a note, 
and to expect notice about a certain time. 
But in proceedings to terminate a tenancy 
by notice, whilst to require personal serv- 
ice might put it in the power of the ad- 
verse party to make it impossible to ter- 
minate a tenancy in the absence of some 
statutory provision, the rule as to service 
by copy should be applied with some strict- 
ness, and it should appear that there has 
been reasonable diligence, and that the 
mode adopted is reasonably likely to give 
actual notice where there is no appearance 
of attempt on the part of the one to be 
served to evade notice.”? 


If the tenant is personally served, serv- 
ice may be made on or off the premises.* 


(1) Alworth v. Gordon, 81 Minn. 445, 84 N. 
W. 454. 

(2) DeGiverville v. Stolle, 9 Mo. App. 185. 

(3) Epstein v. Greer, 78 Ind. 348; Minard v. 
Burtis, 83 Wis. 267. 








Notice properly served on a tenant is 
binding on a sub-tenant coming in after the 
service of the notice.* 


By Mail.—In England it has been held 
that sending the notice to the tenant by 
registered mail is sufficient service.° 


Service of notice by mail, so as to cast 
upon the tenant the risk of receiving it, is 
not authorized. However, it is held in 
Minnesota, that if such mode of service is 
adopted, and the notice is actually received 
by the tenant within the required time, it 
is sufficient.® 

Reading Notice to Tenant—When the 
notice is required to be in writing it must 
be delivered; a mere reading of it to the 
tenant being insufficient.’ 

If the tenant receives the notice after it 
has been read to him, the service is suffi- 
cient. This is true although the notice is 
addressed to him and another.® 

Delivery to Person Other Than Tenant. 
—tLeaving the notice at the lessee’s house, 
off the demised premises, and calling the 
attention of a person, not an agent of the 
lessee nor a member of his family, to it, 
was held insufficient, unless it were shown 
that the lessee actually received the no- 
tice.® 

Delivery to Wife of Tenant.—By the 
weight of authority, it is a sufficient serv- 
ice of notice to quit to leave it at the ten- 
ant’s home on the premises with his wife, 
in the absence of the tenant from home; it 
not being necessary that it should be served 
personally on him.” 


(4) Schilling v. Holmes, 23 Cal. 227. 

(5) Van Grutten v. Trevenen (1902), 2 K. B. 
82, 71 L. J. K. B. 644. 

(6) Alworth v. Gordon, 81 Minn. 445, 84 N. 
W. 454; Prendergast v. Searle, 81 Minn. 291, 
84 N. W. 107. 

(7) Langan v. Schlief, 55 Mo. App. 213; Jen- 
kins v. Jenkins, 63 Ind. 415. 

(8) Langan v. Schlief, 55 Mo. App. 213. 

(9) Hodgkins v. Price, 137 Mass. 13. 

(10) Doe v. Gray, 2 Houst. (Del.) 135; Bell 
v. Bruhn, 30 Ill. App. 300; Blish v. Harlow, 15 
Gray (Mass.) 316; Clark v. Keliher, 107 Mass. 
406; Steese v. Johnson, 168 Mass. 17, 46 N. E. 
431; Hazeltine v. Colburn, 31 N. H. 466; Cad- 
wallader v. Lovece, 10 Tex. Civ. App. 1, 29 S. W. 
666, 917. 
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In a Rhode Island case it appeared that 
notice in due form was delivered to the ten- 
ant’s wife during the tenant’s absence ; that, 
in accordance with directions of the ten- 
ant’s attorney, the wife took the notice to 
him; and that she did not mention the no- 
tice to her husband, who could not read 
or write. It was held that the jury were 
justified in finding, as an inference from 
the fact of service on the wife, that actual 
service was made upon the husband." 

In justification of the rule that service 
on the tenant’s wife constitutes service on 
him, it has been said: 



























































“A wife is by reason of her relationship 
to her husband the keeper of his house and 
his agent to perform such duties relating to 
the domicile as are necessary in his ab- 
sence. Among these may be reasonably 
included the reception of notices relating 
to the tenure of the premises. If personal 
notice upon the tenant were necessary it 
would be a difficult undertaking for a land- 
lord to terminate a monthly tenancy if the 
tenant should wish to avoid service.”’” 






























































Where the wife was the tenant, service 
of notice on the husband was held to be 
good, although the notice was addressed 
to him."* 

Same—Absence of Tenant.—It seems 
very well settled, that where personal serv- 
ice cannot be effected, in the absence of a 
statute requiring the service of notice to 
be made in a specified manner, it is suffi- 
cient if left with the wife of the tenant.” 

So, where the tenant is absent from the 
state, service of notice on his wife, in this 
instance at his place of business, is suffi- 
cient.2* 

Service of notice on a tenant’s wife, 
while he was absent at work, in the ab- 
sence of a showing that he was out of the 
city, or that he could not have been served 
without difficulty, or that the notice was 































































































(11) Cranston Print Wks. v. Whalen, 27 R. I. 
445, 63 Atl. 176, 114 A. S. R. 56, 8 Ann. Cas. 1143. 

(12) Cranston Print Wks. v. Whalen, 27 R. I. 
445, 63 Atl. 176, 114 A. S. R. 56, 8 Ann. Cas, 1143. 

(13) Cook v. Creswell, 44 Md. 5681. 

(14) Beiler v. Devoll, 40 Mo. App. 251. 

(15) Gerhart Realty Co. v. Weiter, 108 Mo. 
App. 248. 
























































explained to the wife when served on her, 
or that she communicated the fact of its 
service or delivered it to her husband, was 
insufficient, unless she was his agent, or the 
person in possession, within the meaning of 
the statute.'® 


In Massachusetts it has been, held that 
service on the wife, on the premises, was 
good, although the tenant lived at home, 
was not out of town, but merely away from 
the house at the time.*” 


Delivery to Servant or Employe.-—Where 
it appeared that the officer whose duty it 
was to serve the notice, went to the house 
occupied by the tenant, and, in response to 
his ringing of the door bell, a woman opened 
a window and asked him what he wanted, 
to which he replied that he had a notice 
for the tenant, and she said she would give 
it to him, and he then handed her a copy 
of the notice, it was held that the jury were 
justified in finding that the women was the 
wife or servant of the tenant; the Court 
further holding that if the woman was 
either servant or wife of the tenant, the 
service was good.*® 


A salesman in the tenant’s store, during 
the tenant’s temporary absence, is not a 
proper person on whom to serve notice. 
The salesman, although exercising certain 
agency powers, is not deemed to be an 
agent of the tenant for this purpose.’ 


Delivery to Servant of Boarding House 
Where Tenant Resides.—Service of notice 
by leaving a copy with a servant of the 
keeper of a boarding house at which the 
tenant had resided and where his wife yet 
remained, is held insufficient in Missouri; 
it appearing that by proper inquiry and rea- 
sonable diligence the tenant could have 
been found.”° 







(16) Haumueller v. Ackermann, 150 Mo. App. 
on Blish v. Harlow, 15 Gray (Mass.) 316. 
(18) Steese v. Johnson, 168 Mass. 17, 46 N. E. 
Sane Van Studdiford v. Kohn, 46 Mo. App. 
ae DeGiverville v. Stolle, 9 Mo. App. 185. 
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Agent of Tenant.—Notice served on one 
who, as agent of the tenant, has charge and 
management of his business with refer 
ence to the tenancy, is sufficient.** 

This is more especially true if it is im- 
practicable to serve the tenant personally, 
and it appears that the notice was timely 
delivered to the tenant by his agent.” 

“Person in Possession.” —Some statutes 
require that notice be served on the tenant 
or person in possession of the premises. 

Under this provision, possession by a 
person who merely happens to be on the 
premises, or, for instance, a lodger, is not 
such possession contemplated by the stat- 
ute.** 

A notice addressed to the original ten- 
ant, and served on the father of the per- 
son in possession of the premises, was held 
to be sufficient compliance with a provi- 
sion requiring service by leaving a copy 
with a person residing on or in posses- 
sion of the premises.** 

The mere fact that the wife of the ten. 
ant paid the rent at the instance of her hus- 
band, does not make her the person in pos- 
session for the purpose of receiving such 
notice.*® 

Two or More Joint Tenants—Where 
there are two or more persons in posses- 
sion of premises as joint tenants or in com- 
mon, serving the notice on one of them, on 
the premises, has been held to be sufficient 
service as to all.*® 

Service of notice on the partner of the 
tenant, on the premises, during the tem- 
porary absence from the state of the tenant, 
was held sufficient as to the tenant.?’ 

Service on Corporation.—The manner of 
serving notice on a corporation is largely 


(21) Prendergast v. Searle, 81 Minn. 291, 84 
N. W. 107. 

(22) Ewing v. 
82 S. W. 1087. 

(23) Baragiano v. Villani, 117 Ill. App. 372. 

(24) Farnain v. Hohman, 90 Ill. 312. 

(25) Haumueller v. Ackermann, 150 Mo. App. 
141. 

(26) Grundy v. Martin, 143 Mass. 279, 9 N. E. 
647; Doe v. Watkins, 7 East 551; Doe v. Crick 
5 Esp. 196. 

(27) Walker v. Sharpe, 103 Mass. 154. 


O'Malley, 108 Mo. App. 117, 





controlled by statute, and what is sufficient 
service depends upon the provisions of the 
statutes in the state in which notice is given. 


Service of notice on the bailiffs or head 
officers of a corporation, has been held by 
an English case to be sufficient.** 


It has been held that service of notice 
on its treasurer is good service on the cor- 
poration, both at common law and under 
the statutes of Minnesota.*® 

C. P. Berry. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

(28) Dole v. Woodman, 8 East 228. 


(29) Lindeke v. Associates Realty Co., 146 
Fed. 630, 77 C. C. A. 56. 








LIBEL AND SLANDER—PRIVILEGE. 
MAUNBY v. MILLAR. 
(Supreme Court of Arkansas. March 8, 1920.) 
219 S. W. 1032. 


There are two classes of privileged communi- 
eations recognized governing the publication of 
alleged libelous matter, one constituting an ab- 
solute privilege, and the other a qualified privi- 
lege, and pertinent and relevant statements in 
pleadings in judicial proceedings are within the 
first class, and are absolutely privileged; the test 
being their relevancy and pertinency to the is- 
sues involved, regardless of the truth of the 
statements or of the existence of actual malice. 


McCULLOCH, C. J. This is an action to re- 
cover damages for libel alleged to have been 
published by appellee in an answer and cross- 
complaint filed by him in a certain action insti- 
tuted by appellants in the chancery court of 
Pike county to cancel a contract for the lease 
of certain lands to be used in the operation of 
a diamond mine. The complaint in the pres- 
ent action sets forth all of the pleadings in 
the proceedings in which the alleged libelous 
matter was published, and the particular mat- 
ter charged to be libelous was set forth as one 
of the allegations of appellee’s cross-complaint 


| as follows: 


“On the 13th day of January, 1918, as de- 
fendants believe by the instigation and pro- 
curement of the plaintiffs, the plant that had 


’ ! been erected for the washing of the diamond- 


bearing dirt as well as another plant belong- 
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ing to defendants on what is known as the 
Ozark property, and an eight-room house, the 
two plants being one mile apart, were burned 
on the same night.” 


The court sustained a demurrer to the com- 
plaint, and, as appellants declined to plead fur- 
ther, a judgment was entered dismissing the 
action. 


It is alleged in the complaint that the libel- 
ous charge was published with malice, and that 
it was false. All of the facts, including the 
whole of the pleadings in the original action, 
having been set forth in the complaint, a de- 
murrer properly raises the question of the 
sufficiency of the allegations of the complaint 
to constitute a cause of action. The inquiry 
narrows down to the question whether or not 
the publication of the alleged libelous matter 
was absolutely privileged. 


There are two classes of privileged commu- 
nications recognized in the law governing the 
publication of alleged libelous matter. One of 
these classes constitutes an absolute privilege, 
and the other a qualified privilege, and, accord- 
ing to the great weight of authority, pertinent 
and relevant statements in pleadings in judi- 
cial proceedings are held to be within the first 
ciass mentioned, and are absolutely privileged. 
The authorities are not entirely free from con- 
flict. There are a few cases holding that state- 
ments in pleadings, whether pertinent and.-rele- 
vant to the issues involved, are absolutely 
privileged, and there are also a few cases 
which hold that pertinent and relevant state- 
ments in pleadings are privileged on condition 
that they are made without malice, but accord- 
ing to the great’ weight of authority, as before 
stated, pertinent and relevant statements in 
pleadings are absolutely privileged. The test 
as to absolute privilege is relevancy and per- 
tinency to the issue involved, regardless of 
the truth of the statements or of the existence 
of actual malice, 17 R. C. L. p. 335; case note 
to Kemper v. Fort, 12 Ann. Cas. 1022; 13 L. 
R. A. (N. S.) 821; Myers v. Hodges, 53 Fla. 
197, 44 South. 357; Gaines v. Aetna Ins. Co., 
104 Ky. 695, 47 South. 884; Abott v. National 
Bank of Commerce, 20 Wash. 552, 56 Pac. 376; 
Gardemal v. McWilliams, 43 La. Ann. 454, 9 
South. 106, 26 Am. St. Rep. 195; McGehee v. 
Insurance Co., 112 Fed. 853, 50 C. C. A. 551. 


The following statement of law as to the 
liberality of the courts in determining what 





is or what is not pertinent is made in Ruling 
Case Law, vol. 17, p. 336, as follows: 


“As to the degree of relevancy or pertinency 
necessary to make alleged defamatory matter 
privileged the courts favor a liberal rule. The 
matter to which the privilege does not extend 
must be so palpably wanting in relation to the 
subject-matter of the controversy that no rea- 
sonable man can doubt its irrelevancy and im- 
propriety. In order that matter alleged in a 
pleading may be privileged, it need not be in 
every case material to the issues presented by 
the pleadings. It must, however, be legiti- 
mately related thereto, or so pertinent to the 
subject of the controversy that it may become 
the subject of inquiry in the course of the 
trial.” 

The complaint in the present case discloses 
the relevancy and pertinency of the alleged 
libelous statements. The purpose of the orig- 
inal action was to cancel a lease on account of 
a breach or breaches of contract alleged to 
have been committed by appellee. In the 
answer appellee, as the defendant in that ac- 
tion, denied the breach of the contract on his 
part and alleged that the delay in the. perform- 
ance of the contract had been caused by acts 
of appellant, among other things, the burning 
of the plant erected for the purpose of wash- 
ing of diamond-bearing dirt. The allegations 
of the answer, including the allegation now 
under consideration, presented issues in de- 
fense to that action, and were pertinent and 
relevant to the issues involved. 


The alleged statement was therefore abso- 
lutely privileged, and the court was correct 
in sustaining the demurrer to the complaint. 

Affirmed. 


Note—Defamatory Statements in Pleadings 
Given Currency in Newspapers—It seems well 
settled that any statement in a pleading, if rel- 
evant to an issue in a case, though false and ma- 
licious, is absolutely privileged, but this is not 
so as to its repetition by another or its publica- 
tion in newspapers. The reason for the absolute 
privilege above spoken of, is well explained in 
Kemper v. Fort, 219 Pa. St. 85, 67 Atl. 991, 13 
L. R. A. (N. S.) 820, where there is a very thor- 
ough discussion of the subject and much cita- 
tion of authority extending back to common law 
days. 


But it is different as to a newspaper under- 
taking to publish to the world what is charged 
in pleadings. There is here no rule of public 
policy to be enforced, such as that, though “the 
privilege of immunity for false and malicious 
averments in pleadings is abused,” yet “the right 
of appealing to the civil tribunals is more exten- 
sive than the right of appealing to the crim- 
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inal tribunals,” if one libelled should seek vindi- 
cation. Kemper v. Fort supra. 


As to publication it is said: “It is not open 
to dispute that a fair report in a newspaper oi 
pending judicial proceedings is proper.” Lundin 
v. Post Pub. Co., 217 Mass. 213, 104 N. E. 480, 
52 L. R. A. (N. S.) 207. But it was said by 
Holmes, Judge, that this principle has “no appli- 
cation whatever to the contents of a preliminary 
written statement of a claim or charge. These 
do not constitute a proceeding in open court 
Knowledge of them throws no light upon the ad- 
ministration of justice. Both form and contents 
depend wholly on the will of.a private individual 
who may not be even an officer of the Court. 
It would be carrying privilege further than we 
feel prepared to carry it, to say that, by the easy 
means of entitling and filing it in a cause, a suf- 
ficient foundation may be laid for scattering any 
libel broadcast with impunity.” Cowley vy. Pul- 
sifer, 137 Mass. 392, 50 Am. Rep. 318. 


In Meeker v. Post Print, & Pub. Co., 55 Colo. 
355, 135 Pac. 457, the defendant was charged with 
publishing charges set forth in a complaint and 
certain affidavits filed in a civil suit, the publica- 
tion being before any action had been taken on 
them. The Court says: “It appears to be con- 
ceded that the publications were in no sense 
privileged,” and several cases, among others the 
Pulsifer case, were cited in support of this rul- 
ing. 

In Park v. Detroit Free Press Co., 72 Mich. 
560, 40 N. W. 731, 1 L. R. A. 599, 16 Am, St. 
Rep. 544, it was said: “One of the reasons why 
parties are privileged from suit for accusations 
made in their pleadings is that the pleadings are 
addressed to Courts where the facts can be fairly 
tried, and to no other readers. If pleadings and 
other documents can be published to the world by 
anyone who gets access to them, no more effectual 
way of doing malicious mischief with impunity 
could be devised than filing papers containing 
false and scurrilous charges, and getting those 
printed as news. The public have no rights to 
any information in private suits till they come 
up for public hearing or action in open Court, and 
when any publication is made involving such 
matters, they possess no privilege, and the pub- 
lication must rest on either non-libelous char- 
acter or truth to defend it. A suit thus brought 
with scandalous accusations may be discontinued 
without any attempt to try it, or, on trial, the 
case may entirely fail of proof or probability. The 
law has never authorized any such mischief.” 

The requirement that the matter must first be 
acted upon by the Court before it can be pub- 
lished broadcast was very technically enforced 
as regards a grand jury report containing an 
attack on a public officer. It was said that in 
applying the rule that there must be a fair re- 
port published of judicial proceedings that: “In 
applying this general rule discrimination is nec- 
essary and we observe: (1) That libelous impu- 
tations in a grand jury’s report upon private citi- 
zens, or upon public officers not touching their 
fitness for office or their fidelity to the public 
service, or the propriety of their official acts, are 
not properly matters of public interest; (2) that 
the privilege does not attach at all until the report 
has been duly published by the grand jury itself 
in open Court.” Parsons v. Age-Herald Pub. Co., 
181 Ala. 439, 61 So. 345. 








ITEMS OF “PROFESSION AL 
INTEREST. 


RECENT DECISIONS BY THE NEW YORK 
COUNTY LAWYERS ASSOCIATION COM- 
MITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL ETHICS. 





QUESTION No. 185. 

Bond; Guaranty; Relation to Other Attor- 
neys; Relation to Third Persons—Accepting 
bond to guarantee fidelity of lawyer—when un 
dcsirable.—If it is contrary to the essential dig- 
nity of the profession for a lawyer to give, or 
permit another to give, a bond for him, condi- 
tioned on his fidelity, can a lawyer who accepts 
such a bond on another, knowing that the so. 
called bonded lawyer is acting contrary to the 
essential dignity of his profession, be held guilt- 
less of a breach of ethics? 


ANSWER No. 185. 

This Committee has heretofore in answer to 
specific questions expressed the opinion that it 
detracts from the dignity of the profession for 
a lawyer to enter into an arrangement either 
with a collection agency or a law list for the 
guaranty by them of his faithfulness in remit- 
ting commercial collections committed to his 
charge. The use of such baits by lay agencies 
as a means of securing business for themselves 
is to be condemned, and therefore, as this Com- 
mittee has previously held, such guaranties of 
honesty by lawyers tendered to the public to be 
used in the solicitation of business are to be 
condemned. Since, in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee, it is contrary to the essential dignity of 
the profession for a lawyer to give or to per- 
mit another to give a bond conditioned on his 
fidelity under the circumstances above stated, 
it is, in its opinion, also undesirable for a 
lawyer to accept such a bond under the same 
circumstances. 


In giving the foregoing answer, the Commit- 
tee has confined itself to the class of cases 
which it has heretofore considered and in which 
a collection agency or a law list derives an ad- 
vantage from the guaranty of the faithfulness 
of a lawyer in remitting commercial collections 
committed to his charge through their agency. 
The question, however, is predicated upon a 
hypothesis which is broader than any previous 
statement of the Committee’s opinion. If the 
hypothesis of the question is to be deemed lim- 
ited to the cases in respect to which the Com- 
mittee’s previous opinions have by their terms 
been strictly confined, the foregoing answer is, 
in the opinion of the Committee, an adequate 
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reply to the question; but if the question un- 
dertakes to assume, as it apparently does, that 
there is no situation in which an attorney can 
properly submit to the guaranteeing of his 
fidelity, then the Committee does not admit 
the truth of the hypothesis and consequently 
ceuld not follow it to its logical conclusion. 

There are many relations in life in which the 
guaranty of fidelity is an essential feature of 
the relationship—such as the bonding of execu- 
tors, adminitstrators, receivers, assignees for 
the benefit of creditors, employes or appointees 
of the Federal Government, officers of private 
corporations, ete. In these cases the fact that 
the incumbent is a lawyer is not recognized as 
a reason why he should be exempted from com. 
plying with the rules which have been adopted 
out of precaution for indemnifying against in- 
fidelity. The Committee is not of the opinion 
that in such cases lawyers should be regarded 
as an exempt or privileged class. 


QUESTION No. 186, 

Disbarred Attorney, Relation to Other Attor- 
neys, Relation to Court—Employment of dis- 
barred attorney by another attorney—Disap- 
proved.—A, Can attorney who has been dis- 
barred by the courts from practising law assist 
another attorney, not disbarred, in preparing 
papers, either complaints, answers or other legal 
documents, for or without remuneration? 

B. Is the attorney who employs the disbarred 
attorney guilty of unprofessional conduct? 


ANSWER No. 186. 
In the opinion of the Committee: 

(a) The right of the disbarred attorney to 
perform the services described in the question 
depends upon the construction of laws which 
probably vary in different jurisdictions (e. g. 
in New York, upon a construction of Section 88 
Judiciary Law. See People v. Alfani, 227 N. Y., 
334; People v. Title G. & T. Co., 227 N. Y., 366). 
This Committee does not undertake to pass 
upon such questions of construction. 

(b) If, as a matter of law, the disbarred at- 
torney is forbidden to render the services de- 
scribed in the question, then it is clearly im. 
proper for the practising attorney to employ 
him for their performance. And, as a matter 
of professional propriety, the employment, by 
an attorney in good standing, of a disbarred at- 
torney to perform any duties that lie in a doubt. 
ful zone between practising law and not practis- 
ing law (including the duties specified in the 
question), should, in the opinion of the Commit. 
tee, be disapproved because such employment 
tempts and conduces to the violation of the 





plain intendment of any decree or order of dis- 
barment. It cannot be doubted that disbarment 
is always and everywhere intended to deprive 
the disbarred attorney of the right to practice 
law, and even if the disbarred attorney be em- 
ployed to render such services only as may not 
constitute “the practice of the law,” yet there 
is in every such case the danger and likelihood 
that he will, under cover or cloak of such em- 
ployment, perform such other services, either for 
his employer or for his own account, as under 
any construction of the law do constitute such 
practice. 





MEETING OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR 
ASSOCIATION. 


The enthusiasm of those who attended the 
recent meeting of the Virginia Bar Associa- 
tion was of the kind that “raises the roof.” 
From all the accounts which have been sent to 
us, no business of any consequence was trans- 
acted, but there was a real feast of reason 
and a flow of soul which was greatly enjoyed 
by those who attended the meeting of the As- 
sociation May 11, 12 and 13, 1920, at Richmond, 
Virginia. The intellectual fireworks were sup- 
plied by Hon. Randolph Harrison, President of 
the Association; Vice-President Thomas R. Mar- 
shall and Senator W. Atlee Pomerene, of Ohio. 
Even Henry St. George Tucker, so well known 
to lawyers who attend the meetings of the 
American Bar Association, forgot his dignity 
and called the delegates to their feet to cheer 
the words of the vice-president urging a move 
ment of the people “back to the Constitution.” 
Mr. Tucker is a candidate for the Democratic 
nomination for governor in Virginia this year 
and has adopted that slogan for his platform. 

It was at this meeting that the Vice-Presi- 
dent gave voice to the criticism of .the Eight- 
eenth Amendment which featured the news 
columns of the daily papers a few weeks ago. 
In that connection he said: 


“T don’t see,” he declared, “that Washington 
has any right to dictate the morals of Virginia. 
It seems to be that every state is abundantly 
able to take care of itself, and none should im- 
pose its will in a matterof this sort on any 
other. I am a teetotaler, too. But this is one 
of the ‘altruistic evils’ that the country has 
been heir to through the years. Those behind 
the movements probably have the best of mo- 
tives, but their work, to my mind, is not for 
the good of the country. 

“So far as I am concerned, I pray God that 
no man will ever again take a drink of in- 
toxicating liquor, but the states should handle 
this question, rather than for Washington to 
legislate for the morals of the nation. If a 
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secret vote had been taken on that amendment 
behind closed doors, it wouldn’t have received 
twenty votes in the United States Senate.” 

The Vice-President also attacked the tendency 
toward pure democracy which he said was the 
most dangerous tendency of modern times. 
“The people ought to have sense to know,” said 
the Vice-President, “that they are not capable 
en masse to rule the country. They must se- 
lect capable men to do it and leave them 
alone. If I am sick, I go to the doctor. If 
he tells me I have appendicitis, I do not re- 
fer the matter to the plumbers’ union. This 
union may know much about pipes, but they 
do not know as much about my pipes as a good 
surgeon.” 

Mr. Marshall declared that we must pre 
serve the representative character of our gov- 
ernment at all hazards and prevent intermed- 
dling with government affairs by small groups 
of laymen who have special reforms to 
put over. He ridiculed the recall of judges, 
the referendum, the initiative, the popular pri- 
maries and every other tendency toward a 
pure democracy as pure farce. He thought the 
people were beginning to understand that they 
were incompetent to express an intelligent 
opinion on such matters and were disposed to 
return to the old paths. In enlarging upon 
this idea, Mr. Marshall said: 


“In some states they seem to have no other 
occupation than that of voting. When I last 
visited the City of Seattle they had apparently 
set up ballot boxes in place of the saloons. In- 
stead of taking a drink as they went down 
town, residents of Seattle stopped on the cor- 
ner and dutifully cast a ballot. They told me 
of the plan and asked my opinion. I told them 
it might be all right, but I thought they should 
have two mayors, in order that one might 
serve while the other was being recalled.” 

Senator Pomerene’s address was on the sub- 
ject of “Some Recent Railroad Legislation.” 
The speaker began his discussion of the new 
transportation act that has recently been 
passed by Congress. He took up each fea- 
ture of the bill in detail and explained ‘fully 
with both technical and common terms the 
ideas embodied in what he termed as “the first 
piece of constructive railroad legislation in the 
history of the country.” 

Amid a thunder of applause he denounced 
the power in the hands of labor to tie up the 
country with nation-wide strikes of railroad 
employes. “The American people are not eas- 
ily aroused,” he declared, “but they can be 
aroused, and in my opinion the next railroad 
strike that affects the nation as a whole will 
arouse them, and labor and capital will be in- 





formed, and the statement proved to them that 
the railroads and their employes are to be the 
servants of the people and not the masters.” 

The Senator closed his address with a lucid 
discussion of the labor problem on the rail- 
roads and its remedy. “When the American 
people rise up, and they will rise up, the would- 
be autocrats of the country, whether they be 
laborers or capitalists, will be thrown off as 
the billows of the ocean casts away the flotsam 
and jetsam that rides on its waves,” he con- 
cluded. 

Hon. Randolph Harrison, of Lynchburg, de- 
livered the President’s address, his subject be 
ing “The Monroe Doctrine; Its Origin, Mean- 
ing and Application.” 

The newly-elected officers of the Associa- 
tion are as follows: Armistead C. Gordon, of 
Staunton, President, and John B. Minor, of - 
Richmond, Secretary. 








BOOK REVIEW. 
JAY’S WAR AND PEACE. 


The republication of Jay’s famous essay on 
War and Peace: The Evils of the First and a 
Plan for Preserving the Last, will be regarded 
by many as a most valuable contribution to the 
present needs of the world. This essay was 
published in 1842 by William Jay, son of John 
Jay of revolutionary fame. Mr. Jay was a 
strong advocate of peace and one of the ear- 
liest statesmen who contended for the substi- 
tution of arbitration for war. And in this re- 
spect he was the first who contended that ques- 
tions of so-called honor must be submitted to 
the same arbitrament; in fact, a large part of 
his essay is taken up with the effort to prove 
viat the term, “questions of honor,” is simply ~. 
cloak to cover the selfishness, passion and obsti- 
nacy of nations and those who represent them in 
international negotiations. National honor is 
always at stake when one nation demands that 
which the other nation refuses to give. “A 
mere blustering letter by one diplomat to an- 
other may, if the controversy is fanned into 
a flame, be a question of honor,” says Mr. Jay, 
“on account of which two Christian nations 
must commence the work of human butchery.” 

The author is an enthusiast for peace, and 
finds no justification for war except on the 
part of those who resist invasion. He is op- 
posed to all standing armies, and contends that 
costly armament is not only an unjust burdep 
on the people, but a continual incentive to war 
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“The ruin of almost every republic,” he de- 
clares, “that has been blotted from the list of 
nations may be ascribed to the military spirit 
fostered by its citizens.” He discusses the 
work of the great conquerors of history, yet 
finds that they have done little but to enslave 
mankind. For each one he would indite but 
one epitaph: 

“He left a name at which the world grew pale, 

To point a moral, or adorn a tale.” 

To those who contend that war is an inevit- 
able evil that will continue until the end of 
time, Jay replies that “it would be an impeach- 
ment of divine economy to suppose that an evil 
so dreadful was inseparably and inevitably 
connected with human society.” With remark- 
able foresight the author looks forward to the 
day when there shall be a League of Nations 
to enforce peace. This prophecy is all the 
more remarkable since in 1848 there had been 
no attempts even at arbitration of international 
disputes. On this point Mr. Jay says: 

“We have no hesitation in avowing our be- 
lief that, under existing circumstances, the 
idea of a congress of nations for the extinction 
of war, is utterly chimerical. But both reason 
and experience warrant the hope that some one 
nation may set an example which, through the 
blessing of Providence, may be made instru- 
mental in ushering in the reign of universal 
peace. But by whom and in what manner, 
it will be asked, is this example to be set? It 
may be a feeling of national vanity, and it may 
be an inference from the peculiarities of his- 
tory, position, and institutions that leads us to 
hope that to the United States will be reserved 
the happiness and glory of teaching to man- 
kind the blessings of peace and the means of 
securing them.” 

This old — is very readable and is worthy 
of its new dress and the new circle of friends 
which it will no doubt make. 

Printed in one volume of 69 pages, and pub- 
lished and circulated by the Carnegie Endow- 
ment for International Peace, Washington, 
D. C. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
A CORRECTION. 


Editor, Central Law Journal: 

In your issue of May 28, 1920, Vol. 90, No. 
22, at page 388, you say: “Justice Pitney, then 
Vice Chancellor of New Jersey, declared,” etc., 
“and in a later case, when Mr. Justice Pitney 





became a member of the Court of Errors and 
Appeals, he reached just the opposite conclu- 
sion,” to show “how liable one is to err in the 
law by following first impressions of the jus- 
tice of a case.” 

While not so stating, in so many words, 
you indicate that both opinions cited by you 
are by the same man. Not so. The first-is 
by Henry C. Pitney, Vice Chancellor, and the 
second and later one is by his son, Mahlon 
Pitney, then an Associate Justice of the New 
Jersey Supreme Court, and now Mr. Justice 
Pitney of the United States Supreme Court. 

Yours truly, 
C. F. WIson. 
Morristown, N. J. 


[We thank our correspondent for calling our 
attention to our mistake in confusing Vice- 
Chancellor Pitney with his son, Justice Pitney. 
It is not fair to blame the son for the errors 
of the father.—Ed.] 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 


He was a strapping six-footer, but confused 
the office of the doctor with that of the lawyer. 
Approaching the young lady attendant, he said: 

“Are you the mandator?” 

“Sir,’ she replied, with scorn, but further 
rebellion was prevented by the young lady in 
the law office overhearing the confab and in a 
very gentle voice, with a sort of a “Come and 
see me smile,” she said: 

“Please step this way.” 

The doctor’s young lady attendant is still 
wondering. 


A lawyer was pressing his suit; 
In one-piece blue denim he rose. 

When the Judge, who was wise and astute, 
Said, “You can’t make a suit out of those.” 


But the lawyer just murmured, “Oh, fudge! 
Your humor would give one a pain; : 
You're clothed in your dignity, Judge, 
But I can see through it quite plain.” 


“Rather a spicy case is being tried in one 
of the local courts.” 

“Yes?” 

“A 20-minute kiss is featured.” 

“Demonstrated, you say?” 

“No; merely tossed to and fro by the op- 
posing lawyers, but some of those chaps are 
wonderful word painters.”"—Birmingham Age- 
Herald. 
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Weekly Digest of Important Opinions of the 
State Courts of Last Resort and of the Federal 
Courts. 


Copy of Opinion in any case referred to in this digest 
may be procured by sending 25 cents to us or to the West 
Pub. Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
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1. Attorney and Client—Lien.—No lien on 
cause of action, judgment, or money until col- 
lected.—Finkelstein v. Roberts, Tex., 220 S. W. 
401. 


2. Bankruptey—Preference.—Intent of trans- 
ferror is immaterial in determining preference. 
—Richardson v. Germania Bank of City of New 
York, U. S. C. C. A., 263 Fed. 320. 

3. Preference.—Filing affidavit of renewal 
of chattel mortgage not preferential “transfer 
of property.”—In re Dagwell, U. S. D. C., 263 
Fed. 406. : 

4. Trust.—Where one for whom property 
is held in trust becomes a bankrupt, his entire 
interest in the trust estate passes to the trustee 
in bankruptcy, and such ownership draws with 
it the right of possession, in so far as such 
interest is capable of possession.—Ury v. Van 
Every, Cal., 188 Pac. 985. 

5. Unpaid Stock.—Suit by trustee necessary 
for recovery on unpaid stock of bankrupt cor- 
poration.—Bergdoll v. Harrigan, U. S. C. C. A, 
263 Fed. 279. 

6. Bills and Notes—Forsery.—Where the 
United States paid a forged draft purporting to 
have been drawn on the United States Treasurer 
by an acting quartermaster in the army to his 





own order to a bank to which it had been in- 
dorsed, it could not recover the amount as paid 
under a mistake of fact, as the drawee is bound 
to know the drawer’s signature, and the fact 
that the acting quartermaster’s indorsement of 
the draft was also forged did not change the 
rule.—U. S. v. Chase Nat. Bank, U. S. S. C., 40 
Sup. Ct. 361. 


7.——Holder for Value.—Transfer as collateral 
makes indorsee bona fide holder for value.— 
Ackers v. Frazier, Tex., 220 S. W. 426. 

8. Production.—Plaintiff suing on a note 
was required to produce note if it was in her 
possession.—Caswell v. Ross, Wyo., 188 Pac. 977. 


9. Stipulation—Where a note and mort- 
gage were delivered at the same time in order 
to obtain a loan, a person signing the note 
alone, with full knowledge of and consent to the 
entire transaction, will not be permitted to say 
that he did not become bound by a stipulation 
in the mortgage granting the mortgagee the op- 
tion to accelerate the payment of the note.— 
Union Bank & Trust Co. v. Himmelbauer, Mont., 
188 Pac. 940. 


10. Taking Up Note.—Where a bank exam- 
iner required a bank to dispose of a note of a 
coal company, which defendant had signed, and 
the officers of the bank thereupon took up the 
note, held that where the note was still unpaid, 
defendant was liable to the officers who took up 
the instrument.—Maple-Gallia Coal Co. v. 
Thomas, Pa., 109 Atl. 602. 

11. Breach of Marriage Promise—Mitigating 
Damages.—Belief in dishonesty of betrothed 
does not mitigate damages.—Vogt v. Guidry, 
Tex., 220 S. W. 343. 

12. Void Promise.—Promise in considera- 
tion of intimacy before marriage is void.— 
Rich v. Fulton, Neb., 177 N. W. 175. 

13. Bridges — Negligence. — Negligence but 
slightly contributing to collision injuring bridge 
will not bar recovery by city.—City of Baraboo 
v. Excelsior Creamery Co., Wis., 177 N. W. 36. 

14. Brokers—Implication.—Authority to sell 
not extended by implication to include land not 
described.—Spanogle v. Maple Grove Land & 
Live Stock Co., Neb., 177 N. W. 164. 

15. Carriers of Goods—Negligence. — Where 
defendant carrier, receiving shipment billed for 
station the name of which had been changed 
because of similarity to name of another sta- 
tion, sent the shipment to the wrong station, 
where it remained for two weeks, it was guilty 
of an act of negligence independent of that of 
the carrier from whom it received goods, and 
was liable in damages for delay.—Gatlin v. Nor- 
folk-Southern R. Co., N. C., 102 S. E. 779. 

16. Carriers of Passengers—Lurching of Car. 
—Injury to a passenger, by lurching of railway 
train on which she was riding when rounding a 
curve, raises no presumption of negligence by 
the carrier, since the accident was not connected 
with means of transportation, and the burden 
of proving negligence is on the passenger.— 
Delaney v. Buffalo, R. & P. Ry. Co., Pa., 109 
Atl. 605. 

33. Premature Start.—If plaintiff was in- 
jured, as claimed by him, by the premature 
starting of a train while he was in the act of 
boarding it on the proper side, he could re- 
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cover.—Chitwood v. Philadelphia & R. Ry. Co., 
Pa., 109 Atl. 645. 


18. Charities—Assignment.—Where trust was 
created in favor of a particular sanatorium as- 
sociation, which was to receive income under 
certain conditions, by declaration of trust not 
authorizing sanatorium association to assign 
its interest in the trust fund, the association’s 
interest in trust fund was not assignable to 
state, to whom the association transferred the 
sanatorium.—Bancroft v. Maine Sanatorium As- 
s’n, Me., 109 Atl. 585. 

19. Commerece—Employe.—A railroad’s watch- 
man at a public road crossed by track used for 
both intra and interstate commerce was not en- 
gaged in interstate commerce when killed flag- 
ging an intrastate train, the nature of employ- 
ment being determined by work at immediate 
time of accident, and being interstate within 
federal Employers’ Liability Act of 1908 (U. S. 
Comp. St. §§ 8657-8665) only if practically a part 
of such commerce, or having a direct applica- 
tion to both intra and interstate commerce.— 
Di Donato v. Philadelphia & R. Ry. Co., Pa., 
109 Atl. 627. 

20. Installation of Sprinkler System.—Con- 
tract for installation of sprinkler system by for- 
eign corporation not “interstate commerce,” but 
“local business.”—U. S. Const. Co. v. Hamilton 
Nat. Bank of Ft. Wayne, Ind., 126 N. E. 866. 

21. Intercourse.—“Commerce” is not traffic 
alone, but is intercourse between nations and 
parts of nations in all its branches.—Blumen- 
stock Bros. Advertising Agency v. Curtis Pub. 
Co., U. S. S. C., 40 Sup. Ct. 385. 

22. Foreign Corporation.—Prescribing the 
conditions on which foreign corporations may 
do business in the state have no application to 
interstate commerce.—W. T. Rawleigh Co. v. 
Van Duyn, Idaho, 188 Pac. 945. 

23. State Inspection.—State inspection law 
burden on interstate commerce.—Wofford Oil 
Co. v. Smith, U. S. D. C., 263 Fed. 396. 

24. Contracts—Installments.—Failure to pay 
installments justifies contractor’s refusal to 
complete work.—U. S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 
v. Robert Grace Contracting Co., U. S. C. C. A., 
263 Fed. 283. 

25. Place of Making.—The time and place 
for the consummation of a contract is when and 
where the last act necessary for its validity has 
been performed.—Fitzhugh v. University Realty 
Co., Cal., 188 Pac. 1023. 

26. Conversion — Equity. — Where testatrix 
gave her entire estate, real and personal, to 
her five children, directing that the share given 
a daughter be held in trust to be invested in 
safe legal securities and the income paid to the 
daughter, also directing the executors to sell 
all realty at public or private sale, an equita- 
ble conversion of the realty was effected.—In 
re Rambo’s Estate, Pa., 109 Atl. 671. 

27. Corporations — Acceptance.—Subscription 
contract, with subscriber’s notes securing it, be- 
came binding on acceptance.—Commonwealth 
Bonding & Casualty Ins. Co. v. Hollifield, Tex., 
220 S. W. 322. 

28.——-Action.— The position of defendant as 
plaintiff corporation’s president would not pre- 
clude company from instituting through its oth- 





er officers an action to recover from him mon- 
eys unlawfully held.—Club Laundry & Cleaning 
Co. v. Murphy, Pa., 109 Atl. 622. 

29.——Authority of Agent.—Implied authority 
of the president of a corporation must arise out 
of the duties and responsibilities actually in- 
trusted to him by the corporation or the duties 
assumed by him and acquiesced in by the cor- 
poration, and not upon his statements regard- 
ing such duties and responsibilities.—Butler v. 
Solano Land Co., Cal., 188 Pac. 1019. 

30. Tort.—Corporation conducting business 
of another corporation liable for torts.—Au- 
glaize Box Board Co. v. Hinton, Ohio, 126 N. E. 
881. 

31. Sale of Stock.—Damage for breach of 
warranty in sale of stock is difference between 
value as warranted and actual worth.—King v. 
Day, Neb., 177 N. W. 160. 

32. Stock Subscription.—A corporation or 
its representatives may sue a subscriber to stock 
for the unpaid portion of the subscription price 
on behalf of the other stockholders who have 
paid in full, but a stockholder who has paid in 
full has no right of action against the sub- 
scriber to recover his individual loss; the cor- 
poration having failed—Lumpp v. Drumheller, 
Wash., 188 Pac. 913. 

33. Courts—Cause of Action.—A cause of ac. 
tion arises under the laws of the United States 
so as to give jurisdiction, where an appropriate 
statement by plaintiff, unaided by ahy anticipw 
tion or avoidance of defenses, discloses that it 
really and substantially involves a.dispute or 
controversy respecting the validity, construc- 
tion, or effect of an act of Congress.—First Nat. 
Bank v. Williams, U. S. S. C., 40 Sup. Ct. 372. 

34. Law of the Case——Where defendant’s 
original motion to open a judgment for excusa- 
ble neglect was denied by the trial court and 
the judgment affirmed, such decision is the law 
of the case, and is conclusive against a second 
motion to open the judgment on the ground 
of the same excusable neglect.—Sharpe v. Hug- 
gins, S. C., 102 S. E. 788. 

35. Limiting Jurisdiction—When a _ state 
creates a cause of action for death occurring 
therein, it cannot limit the jurisdiction of the 
Courts of other states to enforce it—Kenney 
v. Supreme Lodge of the World, Loyal Order of 
Moose, U. S. S. C., 40 Sup. Ct. 371. 

36. Representative Action, — Jurisdiction 
not conferred by statute authorizing represen- 
tative actions—Batman v. Louisville Gas & 
Electric Co., Ky., 220 S. W. 318. 

37. Criminal Law — Cross-Examination. — 
Where A. stated that accused shortly before-the 
murder said, “I am going to kill him; I served 
six months in prison,” but witness at whose 
home accused made statements, in giving her 
recollection, made no reference to admission re- 
garding being in prison, it was not improper 
cross-examination calling for withdrawal of 
juror for district attorney to ask what accused 
said about being in prison.—Commonwealth v. 
Fiorentino, Pa., 109 Atl. 679. 

38. Fugitive from Justice——Persons other 
than fugitives from justice are guaranteed pre- 
liminary hearing.—Meyers v. State, Neb., 177 

LN. W. 177. 





mo nes 


MmMonWnoae meo eBWeew 


ye 








VoL. 90 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 455 











39.——Misfortune.—A person may not be 
found guilty of any crime or misdemeanor com- 
mitted by misfortune or accident, and where it 
satisfactorily appears there was no evil design 
or intention or culpable neglect.—Green y. State, 
Ga., 102 S. E. 813. 

40. Threats.—In homicide cases, unless 
there is evidence tending to show self-defense, 
uncommunicated threats made by deceased 
against defendant are not admissible.—Almerigi 
v. State, Okla., 188 Pac. 1094. 

41. Damages—Judicial Discretion.—Measure 
of damages rests largely in sound discretion of 
trial court.—Gray v. New Orleans Dry Dock & 
Shipbuilding Co., La., 84 So. 109. 


42. Malice.—‘‘Malice,” as relating to dam- 
ages, is defined as a disposition to do a wrong 
without legal excuse or as a reckless indiffer- 
ence to the rights of others and does not neces- 
sarily mean ill will, and includes a wrongful act 
knowingly and intentionally done without just 
cayse and excuse.—Cottle v. Johnson, N. C., 102 
S. E. 769. 


43. Penalty.—-Liability in addition to actual 
damages is a “fine” or “penalty.’’-—Sunderland 
Bros. Co. v. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Neb., 177 
N. W. 156. 


44. Profits —Loss of conjectural profits not 
recoverable.—Chicago Life Ins. Co. v. Tiernan, 
U. S. C. C. A., 263 Fed. 325. 


45. Death—Look and Listen.—In an action for 
the death of an automobilist, where there was 
evidence that he stopped within six feet of the 
first rail of the trolley car track and looked, 
it will be presumed that he also listened.— 
Knobeloch v. Pittsburgh, H., B. & N. C. Ry. Co., 
Pa., 109 Atl. 619 

46. Presumption of Care.—In the absence 
of proof to the contrary, the presumption is 
that one who met his death was using due care. 
—Nadazny v. Philadelphia & R. Ry. Co., Pa., 
109 Atl. 625. 

47. Deeds — Confidential Relations. — Where 
confidential relations between a parent and 
child are shown to have existed, and where a 
conveyance is made by the weaker to the dom- 
inant party, a presumption arises that the con- 
veyance was obtained through undue influence, 
and the burden is on the person claiming under 
such conveyance to show that the transaction 
was bona fide.—Walters v. Walters, N. M., 188 
Pac. 1105. 

48. Divoree—Cruel Treatment.—Nagging at 
and refusal to eat with and accompany husband 
to public places held not cruelty.—Bird v. Bird, 
Wie. 177_N. W. 4. 

49. Offer in Good Faith.—Husband’s letters 
offering a home, not written in good faith, did 
not put wife in default.——-Beckmann v. Beck- 
mann, Mich., 177 N. W. 144. 

50. Easements—Servient Estate——The divid- 
ing of land into building lots and conveyance 
thereof with privilege of the use of carriage- 
way, which was an easement appurtenant to the 
land being so divided and reserved by deed, 
thereby increasing the number of persons using 
the carriageway, did not so increase the burden 
on the servient estate as to justify a finding that 
the rights of easement had been renounced, 
abandoned, or extinguished.—Siedler v. Waln, 
Pa., 109 Atl. 643. 

51. Fraud—FElection of Remedy.—Party who 
has been fraudulently induced to enter into a 
contract may either rescind, or elect to carry 
out the contract, and recover damages.—Koch v. 
Rhodes, Mont., 188 Pac. 933. 

52. Fraudulent Conveyances—Sale in Bulk.— 
A sale in bulk, made by virtue of a chattel mort- 
gage, or by the joint action of mortgagor and 
mortgagee, is not within the prohibition of the 
Bulk Sales Act.—Schwartz v. King Realty & In- 
vestment Co., N. J., 109 Atl. 567. 























53.——Solvency.—lIntent to defraud creditors 
may exist despite solvency.—McWhoriter  v. 
Langley, Tex., 220 S. W. 364. 


54. Game—Treaty.—If the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain proclaimed De- 
cember 8, 1916, regulating the killing of migra- 
tory birds, is valid, the act of July 3, 1918, car- 
rying its provisions into effect, is also valid, 
under Const. art. 1, § 8, giving Congress power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the powers thereby con- 
ferred.—State of Missouri v. Holland, U. S. S. C., 
40 Sup. Ct. 382. 

55. Gifts—Reservation of Interest.—Reserva- 
tion of interest on certificate of deposit during 
donor’s life not inconsistent with gift.—Hudson 
v. Gleason, Wis., 177 N. W. 14. 

56. Guardian and Ward—Welfare of Child.— 
The welfare of the child is the primary con- 
sideration to which all other questions must 
yield, and the Court must consider, not only 
the spiritual and temporal welfare, but the 
minor’s further training, education, morals, and 
the ability of the proposed guardian to best take 
care of the child.—In re Butcher’s Estate, Pa., 
109 Atl. 683. 

57. Homestead—Lien.—A bona fide purchaser 
of real estate held as a homestead takes it free 
of the lien of a judgment against the homestead 
claimant.—Corn v. Hyde, N. M., 188 Pac. 1102. 

58. Homicide—Aiding and Abetting.—Persons 
aiding, abetting, or assisting are guilty.—Hicks 
v. State, Ark., 220 S. W. 308. 

59. Dying Declaration.—In California it is 
the function of the trial court primarily to pass 
upon the admissibility of alleged dying decla- 
rations, and of the jury to determine whether 
they were in fact made under a sense of impend- 
ing death, and, if so, then to determine credibil- 
ity and weight to which they are entitled.— 
People v. Rulia Singh, Cal., 188 Pac. 987. 

60. Flight.—Fleeing from scene of killing 
and concealment circumstances to be considered. 
—State v. Christ, Iowa, 177 N. W. 54. 

61. Husband and Wife—Alienation of Affec- 
tion.— Proof must show that affections were ac- 
Ts alienated.—Potter v. Howser, Neb., 177 
N. 


62. Separation.—Where husband was con- 
tent with the provision of a separation agree- 
ment between himself and wife during his life, 
his children on his death cannot have it set 
aside.—In re Lawton’s Estate, Pa., 109 Atl. 699. 

63. Injunction—Motive.—Where party has le- 
gal right to act, equity will not enjoin him on 
account of motive.—Scott v. City of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., 109 Atl. 603. 

64. Accident.—Double indemnity clause in 
accident policy held not to apply to beneficiary. 
—Chicago Bonding & Ins. Co. v. Pulliam, Ky., 
220 S. W. 316 

65. Agency.—Agency could be shown by 
agent’s testimony, though not by his declara- 
tions.—International Paper Co. v. General Fire 
Assur. Co., U. S. C. C. A., 263 Fed. 363. 


66. Change of Beneficiary.—The beneficiary 
named in an insurance policy which authorizes 
insured to change the beneficiary cannot, in the 
absence of a contract with insured or any spe- 
cial equities depriving him of the right to make 
such change, attack his change of beneficiary 
for undue influence on the part of the new ben- 
eficiary.—New York Life Ins. Co. v. Dunn, Cal., 
188 Pac. 1028. 

67. Judicial Sales—Confirmation.—Generally, 
the highest bidder at a judicial sale is regarded 
only as a preferred proposer without indepen- 
dent right in the property or suit until the sale 
has been reported to the Court and confirmed. 
—Perry v. Perry, N. C., 102 S. E. 772. 

68. Landlord and Tenant—Defects in Prem- 
ises.—In the absence of any warranty, deceit, 
or fraud on the part of a landlord, he is not 
liable for injuries caused by defects in the 
premises.—Rowan v. Amoskeag Mfe. Co., N. H., 
109 Atl. 561. 

69. Lareeny—Ownership.—In indictments for 
larceny, the ownership of the stolen article must 
be stated and must be proved as laid, but where 
the grand jury is ignorant of the owner, owner- 
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ship may be laid in persons to the grand jury 
unknown.—State v. Logan, Me., 109 Atl. 593. 


70. Libel and Slander—Malice.—The presump- 
tion of malice from the publication of a defam- 
atory article in and of itself cannot be rebut- 
ted.-—Newby v. Times-Mirror Co., Cal, 188 Pac. 
1008. 

71. Malicious Prosecution — Motive. — When 
the facts are not in dispute. the questions 
whether there was reasonable or probable cause 
for the prosecution, and whether defendant 
was actuated by a malicious motive in making 
the charge, are for the Court.—Colgan vy. Sul- 
livan, N. J., 109 Atl. 568. 

72. Marriage—Cohabitation.—Reputation and 
cohabitation are not marriage, but circum- 
stances from which marriage may be presumed. 
—In re Bisbing’s Estate, Pa., 109 Atl. 670. 

73. Master and Servant—Course of Employ- 
ment.—Where employe was killed by being 
thrown from an automobile furnished by the 
master to transport the employes to the place 
of work, his injuries arose out of and in the 
course of employment within the workmen’s 
compensation act.—Dominguez vy. Pendoia, Cal., 
188 Pac. 1025. 

74.——Course of Employment.—Generally in- 
jury while going to or returning from work 
does not arise out of employment within Com- 
pensation Act.—Nesbitt v. Twin City Forge & 
Foundry Co., Minn., 177 N. W. 131. 

75. Experienced Servant. — Experienced 
railroad repair shop workman selecting hand- 
holds in climbing on engine assumes risk.— 
Davis v. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Neb., 177 N. 
as. aoa. 

76. Insurer.—A master is not an insurer of 
the safety of the servants, and is required mere- 
ly to exercise that caution which a person of 
ordinary prudence would ordinarily exercise in 
like circumstances, but if the appliance is of 
such character as to suggest a high degree of 
danger in its use, the degree of care and cau- 
tion to be exercised increases accordingly.— 
Stevens v. Hines, Wash., 188 Pac. 917. 

77. Mechanics’ Liens — Waiver. — Mechanic's 
privileges; waiver of lien on building not waiver 
of right of preference to be paid out of fund 
in hands of owner.—Thompson y. O'Leary, La., 
84 So. 116. 

78. Mortgages—Attachment.—Attachment lien 
subject to prior unrecorded mortgage.—Bain v. 
Ullerich, Iowa, 177 N. W. 61. 

79. Negligence—Inherent Danger.—As__re- 
spects liability for injury to children, an object 
which is not obviously or inherently dangerous 
and has proved uniformly adequate, safe, and 
convenient may be further continued’ without 
the imputation of negligence, though it might 
be made safer at slight expense.—Nichol v. Bell 
Telephone Co. of Pennsylvania, Pa., 109 Atl. 
649. 

80. Proximate Cause.—A 
of injury is one which, in actual sequence, un- 
disturbed by any independent cause, produces 
the result complained of.—Boggs v. Jewell Tea 
Co., Pa., 109 Atl. 666. 

81. Theory of.—To constitute negligence, 
there must be a violation of a duty, imposed 
either through the relation of the parties or by 
gala aaatanaaiaaas v. Penfield, Pa. 109 Atl. 
65 

82. Nuisance—Judicial Notice—Judicial no- 
tice is taken of injury to neighbors from raising 
hogs, but trifling damages create no liability.— 
Royalty v. Strange, Tex., 220 S. W. 421. 

83 Special Damage.—Landowner suffering 
special damages from pollution of well by in- 
dustrial waste held entitled to sue.—Anstee v. 
Monroe Light & Fuel Co., Wis., 177 N. W. 26. 


84. Officers—Removal.—The power to remove 
an inferior officer is, in the absence of statu- 
tory provision to the contrary, an incident of 
the power to appoint, arfd the power of suspen- 
sion in an incident of the power of removal.— 
Burnap v. U. S., U. S. S. C., 40 Sup. Ct. 374. 

85. Partnership—Land.—Land deeded to part- 
ners as a firm and not as individuals or as 
tenants in common, being designated as part- 
nership property for the use of the firm, is to 


proximate cause 





be treated as personal property and not realty. 
—tIn re Hill’s Estate, Pa., 109 Atl. 697 

86. Principal and Agent—Implied Authority. 
—Possession of note not implied authority to 
make contract other than evidenced by indorse- 
ment.—Outagamie County Bank of Appleton v. 
Tesch, Wis., 177 N. W 

87. Principal and Surety — Anticipating 
Breach.—Secured party cannot anticipate breach, 
and make performance by principal impossible, 
and thereafter recover on bond.—uU. S. Fidelity 
& Guaranty Co. v. City of Pensacola, U. S. C. C. 
A., 263 Fed. 344. 

88. Assignment.—Consent by surety to as- 
signment of municipal contract consideration for 
indemnifying bond.—United States Fidelity & 
Guaranty Co. of Baltimore, Md., v. George S. 
Schauer Co., Ind., 126 N. E. 860. 

89. Paid Surety.—A corporation engaged in 
the business of suretyship for profit cannot suc- 
cessfully defend a suit by merely showing a 
change in the contract, as is the rule in ordi- 
nary suretyship, but must prove also that the 
change was material and prejudicial —City of 
Philadelphia v. Ray, Pa., 109 Atl. 689. 

90. Sales—Conditional Sale.—Conditional sale 
contract, not specifying time of payments, in- 
sufficient to give constructive notice.—Ford Mo- 
tor Co. v. Maeder, Wis., 177 N. W. 39. 

91.——Counterclaim.—_Where_ plaintiff agreed 
to sell defendants two lots of shirts, one to be 
shipped at once, and the other about two weeks 
later, if received, payment to be made within 
ten days, defendant cannot by counterclaim re- 
cover damages for plaintiff's failure to make 
the last shipment without showing performance 
on his part and payment.—Sunshine v. Furtick, 
S. C., 102 S. E. 784. 

92. Damages.—In a buyer’s action against 
seller for failure to deliver goods, the measure 
of damages is the difference between the con- 
tract price and the market value at the time 
and place of delivery with interest.—Seward v. 
Pennsylvania Salt Mfg. Co., Pa., 109 Atl. 617. 

93. Lapse of Contract.—If either party to 
a contract of sale not specifying time for de- 
livery lets a reasonable time expire without 
demand, the contract lapses, and neither party 
ean enforce performance.—Hurst v. Hill, Ore., 
188 Pac. 973. 

94. Specific Performance—Judicial Supervi- 
sion.—Contract requiring continued supervision 
of Court will not be enforced.—Snyder v. Wilder, 
‘La., 84 So. 104. 

95. Trustse—Naked Trust.—A trust to support 
a contingent interest in remainder is_ valid, 
though active duties are not imposed on the 
trustee.—In re Field’s Estate, Pa. 109 Atl. 677. 

96. Vendor and Purchaser—Practical Con- 
struction.—In case of doubt, practical construc- 
tion by parties may be considered on intent.— 
Gompert v. Frost, Iowa, 177 N. W. 71. 

97. Water and Water Courses—Successive In- 
juries.—A cause of action for damages occa- 
sioned by negligence in a structure not per- 
manent because abatable by an expenditure of 
labor or money consistent with rightful use 
and maintenance of the structures arises at the 
time of the actual injury, and successive ac- 
tions may be maintained for successive injur- 
ies.—Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. v. Bahr, Okla., 
188 Pac. 1058. 

98. Wills—Annuity.—Direction in devise of 
property, subject to annuity, to use income for 
society, means income above annuity.—State 
Historical Soc. v. Foster, Wis., 177 N. W. 16. 

99. Contingent Remainder—A remainder 
limited to ascertained persons in esse after an 
estate whose termination does not depend upon 
uncertain event is vested, not contingent.— 
Burkley v. Burkley, Pa., 109 Atl. 687. 

100. Fee.—A devise generally or indefin- 
itely, with power of disposition, carries a fee.— 
Bennett v. Sutphen, Pa., 109 Atl. 669. 

101. Intention.—Presumption in favor of 
heir must yield to intent.—Godfrey y. Epple, 
Ohio, 126 N. E. 886. 

102. Perpetuities.—Will violating the rule 
against perpetuities carried out so far as legal. 
—Bunting v. Hromas, Neb., 177 N. W. 190. 
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ADVERSE POSSESSION, 
adverse possession by wife under color of 
title, 342. 
right of husband to acquire property by 
adverse possession as against his wife, 
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AUTOMOBILES, 
duty owed to invited guest by owner of 
an automobile, 132. 
riding with unlicensed chauffeur as evidence 
of negligence, 160. 
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BANKRUPTCY, 
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COMMERCE, 
applicability of the Interstate 
Act to telegraph companies, 370 


Commerce 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 
see INTOXICATING LIQU ORS. 
the Plumb plan for the control of the rail- 


roads, 5. 
the amendatory power under the Constitu- 
tion, particularly with reference to 


amendment 18, 229. 

validity of the Migratory Bird Treaty, 19. 

how far can Congress or a state legislature 
go in excluding duly elected representa- 
tives, 73. 

protecting trade 
prevention of 
151. 

the constitutionality of the Constitution is 
not a justiciable question, 152. 

has the legislature power to restrict the 
sale of the state’s natural products into 
other states, 154. 

making the jury judge of the law and the 
fact in respect to the defense of contribu- 
tory negligence is constitutional, 167. 

validity of ordinance requiring conductor 
and motorman to operate cars, 169 

are women by reason of being voters en- 
titled to sit on the jury, 205. 

is the Constitution ever unconstitutional, 
217. 

should the executive power be separated 
from the office of President and made re- 
sponsible to Congress, 223. 

validity of condition in deed against occupa- 
— by one not of the Caucasian race, 


good will in 
resales, 


name and 
price-cutting in 


limitations on power of a state to tax in- 
comes of non-residents, 277. 

restrictions upon resale of an article to pre- 
vent price cutting, 282. 

the analogy between the 18th amendment 
and the amendment prohibiting slavery, 
325. 

right of manufacturer to bind retailer to 
observe resale prices by contracts, 351. 

limitations on the power to amend the 
federal Constitution, 361. 

can Y be constitutionally taxed to provide 
a farm for X, 

constitutionality of ‘moratorium laws, 403. 

facts and fiction about the Constitution, 


07. 

state cannot prohibit actions on judgments 
recovered in sister state, 3. 

are non-residents entitled to exactly the 
same access to courts as are residents, 
439. 

constitutionality of tax on incomes from 
securities held in trust outside the state, 
439. 


CONTRACTS, 

recovery of the value of stolen property by 
action of assumpsit, 208. 

validity of restrictions in restraint of em- 
ployment unnecessary to protect the 
promisee, 262. 

the right to enforce agreements testamen- 
tary in character, 280. 

—-- lacking in mutuality good as of- 
er, 





CORPORATIONS, 
next step in the national control of cor- 
porations, 113 
disregard of corporate form where corpora- 
tion is a mere convenience for handling 
interests of tenants in common, 169. 
non-par stocks, 170. 
the ejusdem generis principle of interpre- 
tation, 
preferential rights of shareholders, 353. 
liability of directors of corporation for vot- 
ing dividends in excess of profits, 388. 
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necessity of alleging and proving intent in 
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terfeiting dies, 96. 
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CRIMINAL LAW, 
the mens rea in false pretense cases, 3. 
confession not affected by the fact that 








a was suffering with influenza, 
coverture as defense in criminal acts, 287. 
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proof of injury where from failure to per- 
form it is incapable of estimation, 306. 








DEEDS, 
validity of condition in deed against occu- 
a by one not of the Caucasian race, 
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failure of “love and affection” as failure of 
consideration, 421. 








DIVORCE, 
see MARRIAGE 





AND DIVORCE. 


ELECTRICITY, 
liability of electric railway for injury to 
boy coming in contact with live trolley 

wire, 314. 







EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
employe’s recovery under Federal Employ- 
ers’ Liability Act as a bar to personal rep- 

resentative’s action, 185. 







EQUITY, 
the early administration of equity in this 
country, 423. 









ESTOPPEL, 
is one who drew up a will estopped to re- 
ceive the benefits of his own mistake, 








EXECUTIVE POWERS, 
should the executive power be separated 
from the office of President and made 
responsible to Congress, 223. 














EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS, 
is gift of note to infant enforceable against 
executor of maker, 86. 
suits against executors for their negligence 
in handling decedent’s property, 387. 













FALSE PRETENSES, 
the mens rea in false pretense cases, 3. 








FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 










FIRE INSURANCE, 
right of insurance company to subrogation 
where insured’s loss exceeds his recov- 
ery, 187. 
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liability of bank for failure to detect for- 
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FORMER JEOPARDY, 
may the defendant raise the defense of 
former jeopardy to a verdict imposing a 
severer punishment than on a previous 
trial for the same offense, 20. 


FRAUD, 
element of fraud in prosecutions for sending 
false representations through the mails, 

243, 


GARNISHMENT, 
garnishment of agent holding funds for 
specific purpose, 358. 


GOOD WILL, 
protecting trade name and good will in pre- 
vention of price-cutting in resale, 151. 


HIGHWAYS, ; 
what is a highway—a discussion of Eng- 
lish decisions, 442. 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 
14, 32, 50, 68, 88, 106, 126, 144, 162, 180, 200, 
218, 236, 254, 272, 290, 308, 326, 344, 362, 
380, 398, 416, 434, 452. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, ; 

right of husband to acquire property _by 
adverse possession as against his wife, 
57. 


ILLEGALITY, F j 
suits to recover property intended for il- 
legal use, 252. 


INCOME TAX, 
see INnEeRITANCE TAX. > 
limitations on power of a state to tax in- 
comes of non-residents, 277. 
constitutionality of tax on incomes from 
securities nell in trust outside the state, 


439. 


INHERITANCE TAX, 
transfer tax not a tax which may be de- 
ducted in computing federal income tax, 
39. 
should federal inheritance tax be deducted 
before computing state tax on inheritance, 
415. 


INJUNCTIONS, ‘ 
injunctions against illegal acts of striking 
union men, 244. 


INSURANCE, 
see FIRE INSURANCE. 
see LIFE INSURANCE. 
see SPRINKLER INSURANCE. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 

see CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

econstitutionality of war time 
9 

the present status of prohibition, 93. 

enforcing the Volstead Act, 200. 

construction of the 18th amendment, 241. 

two words in the 18th amendment which 
must be defined—‘concurrent” and “in- 
toxicating, 264. ‘ 

which definition of ‘‘concurrent power” will 
the Supreme Court choose, 283. 

legislative definition of constitutional terms 
—*‘intoxicating liquors,’ 389. 

meaning of the word “coneurrent” 
Eighteenth Amendment, 397. 


prohibition, 


in the 





JUDICIAL SALES, 
appraisement of real estate for judicial 
sale or other disposal of property at pub- 
lic vendue, 131. 


JUDGMENTS, 

distinction between collateral and direct at- 
tack upon a judgment, 133. 

is the judgment of a federal court a do- 
mestic judgment, 152. 

is losing party in a case estopped by com- 
pliance with judgment, 226. 

state cannot prohibit actions on judgments 
recovered in sister state, 423. 


JURIES, 
right of women to serve as jurors, 205, 290. 
additional instructions to juries after dis- 
agreement urging them to reach a resulit, 

95. 


LABOR UNIONS, 
injunctions against illegal acts of striking 
union men, 244. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 

is a lease to a saloon keeper void which 
provides for termination if Sunday laws 
are enforced, 96. 

validity of provision for surrender by les- 
see in oil leases on payment of one dol- 
lar, 168. 

right of outgoing tenant to remove ma- 
nure, 177. 

eviction in 
heat, 198 

is a covenant against assignment of lease 
without landlord’s consent extinguished 
by consent once given, 210. 

sufficiency of service of notice to vacate by 
landlord, 445. 


failure by landlord to furnish 


LARCENY, 
is a street car passenger guilty of larceny 
for refusing to give up to the railroad 
company a package found on the ear, 
appropriating money given for 
purpose is larceny, 369. 


a special 


LAST CLEAR CHANCE, 
see NEGLIGENCE. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 

the chief issue for 1920—the supremacy of 
law, . 

quantitativeness in law, 21. 

higher fees for solicitors, 29. 

the socialization of the law, 37. 

rights of the people in industry, 67. 

judge-made law, 139. 

the supremacy of the law, 161. 

unpublished law, 213 

the income of lawyers, 235. 

a ars of reports and court opinions, 

the “gap” between the law 
usage, 349. 


work for the judicial section of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association to do, 385. 


and business 


LEGISLATURES, 
how far can Congress or a state legislature 
go in - craeeaed duly elected representa- 
tives, a 


LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
defamatory statements in pleadings given 
currency in newspapers. 
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LIFE ESTATES, 
right of life tenant to compel a sale of part 
of the property to make improvements 
on the remainder, 422. 


LIFE INSURANCE, 

right of administrator to recover insurance 
for death of decedent where death was 
procured by one who is the decedent’s 
sole distributee, 58. 

proof of suicide in action on 
policy, 227. 

change of beneficiary effected by fraud and 
undue influence, 431. 


insurance 


LIMITATIONS, 
disability of infancy 
of statute of limitations, 


interrupting running 
12. 


MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE, 
annulling a marriage for failure of one of 
the parties to keep his promise to have a 
religious ceremony, 168. 
what is a common-law marriage, 263. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
liability of master who lends his servant to 
another for the negligence of such serv- 
ant, 405. 


MONOPOLIES, 
are mionopolies illegal unless accompanied 
by an abuse of the power conferred by 
the combination, 259. 


MORATORIUM LAWS, 


constitutionality of moratorium laws, 403. 


MORTGAGES, 
mortgage for present and future advances 
obligatory in their nature, 411. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

failure to take proper care of an injury 
as proximate cause of death, 20. 

responsibility for injury by another stand- 
ing in peculiar relation to owner, 103. 

extraordinary peril to children from dan- 
gerous agency, 125. 

accident accelerating death not sole proxi- 
mate cause thereof, 133. 

making the jury judge of the law and the 
fact in respect to the defense of con- 
tributory negligence is constitutional, 
167. 

proximate cause and legal liability, 188. 

proximate cause in last clear chance cases, 


NUISANCES, 
right of private individual to abate a pub- 
lic nuisance, 111 


OIL AND GAS, 
validity of provision for surrender by les- 
see in oil lease on payment of one dol- 

lar, 168. 


PARTNERSHIP, 
the legal personality of a firm, 48. 


POST OFFICE, 
element of fraud in prosecutions for send- 
ing false representations through the 

mails, 243. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
exclusive agency not preventing sale by 
ved without responsibility to agent, 
46. 





PROCEDURE, 

is Congress obstructing reform in judicial 
procedure, 40. 

additional instructions to juries after dis- 
agreement urging them to reach a result, 

the law’s delays and some proposed reme- 
dies, 333. 

the use for precedent and the need for 
codification, 386. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 
recent decisions by the New York County 
Lawyers Association Committee on Pro- 
fessional Ethics, 29, 106, 449 


PROPERTY, 
the evolution of property rights, 248. 


PROXIMATE CAUSE, 
see NEGLIGENCE. 
see TORT. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES, 

change of rates of public utility which 
have been fixed by franchise ordinance, 
42. 

penalty for violation of rate laws, 112. 

right of public service companies to be re- 
leased from contracts notwithstanding 
specific grant by legislature to make them 
and lack of mutuality, 149. 

right of public service commissions to set 
aside existing contract rates for service, 
331. 


change of rates of public utilities which 
have been fixed by franchise ordinance, 
416. 


RAILROADS, 

see STREET RAILWAYS. 

the Plumb plan for the control of the rail- 
roads, 5. 

railroad legislation as developed up to date, 

action for discrimination by railroad for not 
furnishing sufficient cars, 186. 

liability for collision between railroad and 
automobile where view is unobstructed, 


suits against railroads under federal con- 
trol, 245, 360. 


earrier’s liability for not supplying cars, 
403. 


REAL PROPERTY, 
see COVENANTS. 
see JUDICIAL SALES. 


RECENT DECISIONS IN BRITISH COURTS, 
41, 442. 


~ 


REPLEVIN, 
suits to recover property intended for ille- 
gal use, 252. 


REPORTS, 
a aaa of reports and court opinions, 


RESTRAINT OF TRADE, 
validity of restrictions in restraint of em- 
ployment unnecessary to protect the 
promisee, 262. 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE, 
right to use evidence gained by unlawful 
search and seizure, 262. 
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SOCIALISM, 
nationalization of English mines, 29. 
the socialization of the law, 37. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE, 
specific performance where there has been 
material misrepresentation, 352. 


SPRINKLER INSURANCE, 
liability of insurer under sprinkler policy 
for loss of goods due to a wind storm, 
5. 


STOLEN PROPERTY, 
recovery of the value of stolen property 
by action of assumpsit, 208. 


STREET RAILWAYS, 
liability of electric railway for injury to 
boy coming in contact with live trolley 
wire, 314. 


TAXATION, 
see INCOME TAX. 
see INHERITANCE TAX. 
exemption from taxation of charities en- 
gaged in selling merchandise for profit, 


can Y be constitutionally taxed to provide a 
farm for X, 367. 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 
applicability of the Interstate Commerce 
Act to telegraph companies, 370. 


TORT, 
proximate cause in malicious tort, 378. 


TRADE-MARKS AND TRADE-NAMES, 
trade-marks consisting in part of descrip- 
tive words may be registered when ac- 
companied by disclaimer, 441. 


TREATIES, 
validity of the migratory bird treaty, 19. 
TRUSTS, 
‘Massachusetts Trusts” as business com- 
panies, 50. 


right of heirs to land devised for particu- 
lar charitable purposes not carried out 
by trustee, 315. 


UNIFORM STATE LAWS, 
progress of uniform state laws, 31. 








“WAR, 
the record of the Rainbow Division in the 


war as told by a lawyer, 298. 


WARRANTY, 
see COVENANTS. 


WASTE, 
right of outgoing tenant to remove manure, 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 
liability for obstructing the natural 
of surface water, 24. 
right of state to regulate distribution of 
water rights, 97. 
liability of the owner of a reservoir for 
breaking out of waters, 242. 


flow 


WEEKLY DIGEST OF IMPORTANT OPINIONS, 
15, 33, 51, 69, 88, 107, 127, 145, 163, 181, 201, 
219, 237, 255, 2738, 291, 309, 327, 345, 363, 

381, 399, 417, 435, 453. 


WILLS, 
odd wills and peculiar testators, 59. 
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Bonds—Consideration, 51. 
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Burglary—Accomplice, 127; Burden of Proof, 
363; Circumstantial Evidence, 345; Consent 
of Owner, 345; Entry, 255; Force, 381; Oc- 
cupancy, 145; Stolen Property, 219. 


Cancellation of Instruments—Equity, 399. Fraud, 
417; Inadequacy, 291. 


Carriers of Goods—Act of God, 399; Bill of 
Lading, 15, 291, 381, 435; Common Carriers, 
89; Consignor, 381; Damages, 381; Draft on 
Consignee, 69; Delivery, 345; Discrimina- 
tion, 363; Draft and Bill of Lading, 89, 
399; Exemption from Liability, 255; Fur- 
nishing Cars, 163; Initial Carrier, 90, 399; 
Liability to Shipper, 245; Lien for Freight, 
10, 16; Negligence, 453. Owner’s Risk, 107; 
Penalties, 108; Perishable Freight, 399; 
Public Utility, 181; Refusal to Accept, 417; 
Special Contract, 399; Special Damages, 255; 
Switching Services, 435; Value of Goods, 
273; Warehouseman, 256 : 


Carriers of Live Stock—Accompaniment of 
Owner, 163; Caretaker, 399. Inevitable Ac- 
cident, 201; Inherent Vice, 256; Proximate 
Cause, 309; Twenty-Eight-Hour Law, 399. 


Carriers of Passengers—Alighting, 400; Assault, 
51; Baggage, 237, 363, 381; Collision, 309; 
Contract for Carriage, 237; Contributory 
Negligence, 127; Derailment, 291; Due Care, 
237; Emergency, 181; Employe, 327; Grat- 
uitous Passenger, 435; Guest, 181; Intoxica- 
tion, 237; Lurching of Car, 453; Mental 
Suffering, 345; Negligence, 90, 400; Ordi- 
nary Care, 273; Pass, 381; Passenger, 219; 
Premature Start, 453. Relation of Passenger, 
69, 181; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 51, 273; Safety 
Device, 69; Stoppage at Station, 16. 


Cemeteries—Regulation, 16; Dedication, 400. 
Certiorari—Judicial Discretion, 345. 


Champerty and Maintenance—Assignment, 381; 


Attorney and Client, 33; Estoppel, 417; 
Strangers to Contract, 327. 
Charities—Assignment, 454; Forfeiture, 309; 


Gifts Defined, 108; Hospital, 219, 345; Mass- 
es, 33; Naked Trustee, 256; Perpetuity, 256; 
Poor Relations, 69; Precatory Trust, 237. 
Uncertainty, 237. 


Chattel Mortgages—After-Acquired Property, 
34; Assignment of Note, 219; Between Par- 
ties. 345° Constructive Notice. 273: Counter- 
claim, 108; Description of Property, 108, 
346; Equity, 273; Fictitious Name, 181; In- 
consistent Election, 273; Lien, 34, 90, 382; 
Notice of Bill of Sale, 52; Permissive Pos- 
session, 128; Record Notice, 181; Retention 
of Possession, 108, 256; Retention of Title, 
52; Security, 34. Shifting Stock, 145; Sub- 
ject of, 400; Unliquidated Debt, 201; Waiver 
of Lien, 145 


Collision—Maritime Law, 238. 


Commerce—Burden on, 128; Employe, 163, 327, 
346, 382, 436, 454; Exclusive Powers, 16; 
Federal Trade Commission, 34; Foreign Cor- 
poration, 327, 454; Income Tax, 382; Indirect 
Influence, 382; Installation of Sprinkler 
System, 454; Intercourse, 454; Intrastate 
Control, 34; Local Transaction, 128; Navig- 
able Stream, 436. Occasional Transaction, 
108; State Inspection, 454; Telegraphs and 
Telephones, 90, 238, 292, 363; Workmen, 
256; Workmen’s Compensation Act, 163. 

Compromise and Settlement—Accord and Sat- 


isfaction, 363; Amicable Adjustment, 292; 

Disputed Claim, 219; Mistake, 273. 
Confusion of Goods—Intent, 182. 
Conspiracy—Agreement by Conspirators, 346; 

Civil Conspiracy, 417; Co-conspirator, 69; 





Damages, 219; Declaration by Co-conspira- 
tor, 327; Independent Offense, 182; Indict- 
ment, 34; Overt Acts, 436; Unlawful Acts, 
436. 


Constitutional Law—Due Process of Law, 108, 
82; Espionage, 16. Franchise, 16; Free 
Speech, 382; Vested Right, 108. 


Contempt—Contumacy, 128. 


Contracts—Adequate Consideration, 309; Ante- 
nuptial Contract, 400; Binding Representa- 
tion, 201; Breach, 309; Compounding Fel- 
ony, 16; Consideration, 16, 417; Construc- 
tion, 34, 363; Contingent Fee, 238; Delivery, 
238; Duress, 164; Ejusdem Generis, 182, 310; 


Embargo, 310; Entirety, 400; Equity, 34; 
Express Contract, 108, 346. Extra Work, 
128; Extrinsic Evidence, 327; Forbearance, 


182; Forfeiture, 201; Illegality, 34; Implica- 
tion. 292; Implied, 382; Impossibility of 
Performance, 145, 310, 327, 417; Indefinite- 
ness, 436; Installments, 454; Law of Domi- 
cile, 219; Lex Loci Contractus, 108; Liabil- 
ity, 327; Merger, 108, 201, 417; Meeting of 
Minds, 34; Modification of Parol, 145; Moral 
Obligation, 256; Motive, 436; Mutuality, 16, 
256, 274, 327, 346, 460; Nudum Pactum, 201; 
Oral Waiver, 219; Offer and Acceptance, 
201, 274, 346, 417; Option, 219, 238, 292; 
Past Services, 327; Performance, 346; Place 
of, 310, 454; Practical Construction, 201; 
Privity, 164; Public Performance, 274; Pub- 
lic Policy, 274, 382; Quantum Meruit, 292; 
Ratification, 145; Repugnancy, 16; Rescis- 
sion, 90, 145, 182, 219, 238, 328, 382, 418; 
Restraint of Trade, 145, 220; Seal, 238; Sep- 
arability, 108; Severability, 128; Statutory 
Duty, 16; Stifling Competition, 52; Substan- 
tial Performance, 363; Surrounding Circum- 
stances, 164; Termination, 182; Third Per- 
son, 164, 436; Validity, 220; Waiver, 69, 201. 


Contribution—Joint Tort-Feasors, 90. 


Conversion—Equitable, 346; Equity, 274, 


454; 
Real Estate and Personalty, 163, 182. 


Copyrights—Illustrative Cuts, 202. 


Corporations—Acceptance, 454; Accepting ‘Bene- 
fits, 364; Action, 454; Agency, 328; Appar- 
ent Authority, 292; Assignment of Stock, 
16, 220; Authority of Agent, 454; Bonus 
Stock, 52; Change of Name, 292; Charter 
Power, 400, 418, 436; Collateral Attack, 69; 
Consideration, 182; Contracts, 328; Contract 


With Officer, 400; Corporate Powers, 34; 
Cumulative Voting, 310; Delivery of Cer- 
tificate, 220; Directors, 400; Dissolution, 


128; Diversion of Assets, 69; Estoppel, 52, 
274, 328, 382; Foreign Corporation, 108, 220, 
274, 310, 364; Forfeiture, 418; Fraud in Or- 
ganization, 52. Guaranty, 418; Holding Out 
Agent, 436; Indictment, 128; Individual, 108; 
Insolvency, 400; Inspection of Books, 238, 
364; Involuntary Trustee, 418; Joint and 
Several Liability, 145; Laches, 128; Liabil- 
ity of Agent, 52; Majority Stockholders, 310; 
' Misrepresentation, 108; Misuse of Franchise, 
292; Notice to Agent, 328; Notice of Assess- 
ment, 34; Non-Assessable Stock, 346; Offi- 
cers and Directors, 69; Payment With No- 
tice, 220. Personal Act of Officer, 274, 292; 
Preference, 310, 382; Preferred Stockholder, 
238; Promise of Office, 256; Promoter, 70, 
128, 310, 436; Ratification, 292; Receiver- 
ship, 201, 274; Repurchase of Stock, 145, 
310; Res Judicata, 310; Sale of Assets, 346; 
Sale of Stock, 164, 454; Slander, 364; Spe- 
cific Interest, 128; Stock, 52; Stockholder, 
16, 201; Subscription to Stock, 128, 328, 346, 
436, 454; Subsequent Creditors, 256; Tort, 
454. Ultra Vires, 202, 292; Voting Trust, 
238; Wrongful Diversion, 52. 


Courts—Ancillary Jurisdiction, 406: Course of 
Action, 454; Law of the Case, 454; Language 
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of Opinion, 346; Limiting Jurisdiction, 454; 
Representative Action, 454; Rules of, 238; 
Treaty, 418. 


Covenants—Adjoining Proprietor, 238; Breach, 
382; Building Restrictions, 90, 292, 382; Gen- 
eral Warranty, 238; Implied, 418, 436; Im- 
possibility of Performance, 34; Measure of 
Damages, 346; Outstanding Incumbrance, 
90; Quantity on Deed, 128. Personal, 364; 
Restriction Scheme, 274, 292. 


iminal Law—Accessory After the Fact, 220; 
- Accomplice, 34, 108, 128, 146, 164, 182, 202, 
$10, 328, 364, 382, 418, 436; Admissions, 34, 
220, 346; Aiding and Abetting, 220; Argu- 
ment of Counsel, 382; Arraignment, 164, 
328; Bribery, 292; Character of Accused, 
202, 382; Circumstantial Evidence, 16, 128; 
Comparison of Writings, 436; Confession, 
202, 310, 328, 364, 382, 400, 436; Conspirator, 
436; Continuance, 16; Corpus Delicti, 70, 90; 
Corroboration, 52, 328; Counts in Indict- 
ment, 34; Cross-Examination, 454; Drunk- 
enness, 238, 256; Duress, 328; False Pre- 
tenses, 436; Evidence, 108, 382; Forgery, 
418; Former Jeopardy, 52, 436; Fugitive 
from Justice, 454; General Reputation, 182; 
Good Reputation, 220; Grand Jury, 34; Im- 
peachment of Verdict, 164; Indeterminate 
Sentence, 418; Inference, 418; Insanity, 164, 
238; Instructions, 274, 400; Intent, 220, 292, 
418; Irresistible Impulse, 146; Interest of 
Witness, 90, 128; Intrapping, 292; Jeopardy, 
328; Joint Indictees, 16; Misdemeanor, 34; 
Misfortune, 454; Opinion Evidence, 182; Or- 
der of Employer, 182; Pardon, 346; Part of 
Conversation, 146. Plea in Abatement, 164; 
Plea of Guilty, 256; Practice, 164; Prelimi- 
nary Examination, 90, 108; Presumption of 
Honesty, 400; Presumption of Sanity, 182; 
Principal, 274; Principals in Misdemeanor, 
238; Prosecuting Witness, 310; Resentence, 
346; Recent Possession, 400; Res Gestae, 52, 
128, 310; Search and Seizure, 34; Sentence, 
382; Singling Out Testimony, 90; Similar 
Acts, 16, 238, 328; Similar Transaction, 202; 
Statements by Counsel, 220. Suspension of 
Judgment, 202; Threats, 454; Trial, 328; 
Venue, 52; View of Premises, 202; Volun- 
tary Intoxication, 146; Withdrawal of Plea, 
220, 292, 328; Wrongful Intent, 400. 


Crops—Reservation in Deed, 238. 
Customs and Usages—Implied Reference to, 146. 


Damages—Increased Cost of Living, 418; Ju- 
di¢ial Discretion, 455; Malice, 455; Meas- 
ure of, 328, 382; Mental Anguish, 34, 292; 
Minimizing, 292; Mitigating, 70; Mortality 
Tables, 364; Natural Consequence, 108; Net 
Profits, 34. Penalty, 454; Physical Examina- 


tion, 256, 328; Poverty of Plaintiff, 52; 
Profits, 454; Punitive, 382; Quantum of 
Proof, 400; Remoteness, 382; Special, 90, 


220, 383; Specific Performance, 17; Specula- 
tive, 436; Wife’s Earning Capacity, 17. 


Death—Absence, 108; Burden of Proof, 202; 
Condition Precedent, 90; Conflict of Laws, 
108; Damages, 182, 383; Earning Capacity, 
256; Eye Witnesses, 146, 256, 364; Interest 
in Tort, 274; Look and Listen, 455; Meas- 
ure of Damages, 310; Presumption of Care, 
455; Presumption of, 108; Rebuttable Pre- 
sumption, 220; Remarriage of Plaintiff, 274; 
Remarriage of Widow, 328; Survivorship, 


Dedication—Acceptance of Benefits, 164; Plats, 
146; Purpose of, 292; Reservation, 182. 


Deeds—Ambiguity, 256; Condition Subsequent, 
35, 90, 238, 383; Confidential relations, 455; 
Conflicting Provisions, 364; Construction, 
418; Covenant, 182; Delivery, 17, 35, 90, 310, 
346, 383, 436; Description of Property, 182, 
400. Fraudulent Intent, 328; Heirs of the 





Body, 310; Illegal Consideration, 17; Insan- 
ity, 164; Intent to Defraud, 17; Intoxication, 
17; Limitation of Estate, 128; Manual De- 
livery, 164; Merger, 383; Misrepresentation, 
328; Natural Love and Affection, 256; Nega- 
tive Easements, 436; Parol Evidence, 202; 
Passive Trust, 164; Public Policy, 364; Quit- 
claim, 436; Reservation, 238; Renunciation, 
202. Repugnancy, 146; Rule in Shelley’s 
Case, 90; Seal, 256; Specific Intent, 128; 
Statute of Frauds, 418; Trust Fund, 364; 
Undue Influence, 70; Voluntary, 328; Want 
of Consideration, 52; Weakness of Intel- 
lect, 328; Words of Limitation, 35. 


Descent and Distribution—Advancement, 17; 
Contract Uncertain, 436; Half Blood, 52; 
Heir, 128; Posthumous Child, 238; Purchase 
by Administrator, 128. 


Disorderly House—Offense of, 220. 


Divorce—Abandonment, 202; Acquiescence, 292; 


Adultery, 202. Alimony, 274, 292, 310, 328, 
418; Collateral Attack, 238; Condonation, 
274; Constructive Service, 310; Contempt, 
274, 311; Continuing Ground, 202; Cross- 
Complaint, 328; Cruelty, 52, 108, 182, 220, 
364, 400, 455; Community Property, 164; 


Custody of Child, 109, 220, 311; Death Dis- 
soiving Marriage, 17; Desertion, 109, 292; 
Domicile, 311; Equal Fault, 164; Foreign 
Decree, 128; Insanity, 128; Interference with 
Wife, 17; Jurisdiction, 52, 202; Lex Domi- 
cilii, 17; Marriage of Convenience, 346; Of- 
fer in Good Faith, 455; Paramount Right, 
292; Perjury, 364; Public Interest, 292; Sep- 
aration, 437; Statute of Limitations, 256; 
aad Jurisdiction, 35; Weifare of Child, 


Domicile—Infant, 17, 90. 


Dower—Executory Contract, 256; Partnership, 
129; Release, 418; Relinquishment, > 


Easements—Inconsistency, 90; In Gross, 256; 
Prescription, 256; Private Way, 292; Servi- 
os Estate, 455; Way of Necessity, 220, 

8. 


Ejectment—Adverse ‘Possession, 239; Possession 
as Notice, 383. 


Electricity—Discrimination, 202; Failure of 


Performance, 239; Ordinary Care, 52; Rea- 
sonable Rates, 129; Sole Cause of Injury, 
91. 


Embezzlement—Felonious Intent, 129. 


Eminent Domain—Additional Burden, 146, 239; 
Damages, 418; Double Damages, 256; En- 
hanced Value, 239; Encroachment, 311; In- 
cidental Inconvenience, 292; Petition for 
Condemnation, 146; Preliminary Injunction, 
91; Private Use, 109; Special Benefits, 383; 
Special Damage, 257; Tunnel Under Street, 
346; Use of Property, 346. 


Equity—Bill of Review, 274; Cancellation, 109; 
Clean Hands, 129, 328, 346; Common Inter- 
est, 129; Complete Relief, 109; Cross-Bill, 
418; Definition, 400; Final Decree, 220; Jur- 
isdiction, 52, 257, 329, 437; Laches, 52, 164, 
182, 364, 418; Multifariousness, 220, 364; 
Parties and Privies, 274; Political Rights, 
418; Relief, 364; Rule at Law, 329; Special 
Master, 91; Technicality, 70. 

164; 


ae oe as Holder, Delivery, 
109. 


Estoppel—Accepting Benefits, 419; Change of 
Position, 17; Duty to Speak, 257; Equity, 
419; Equitable Estoppel, 274; Holding Out 
Agent, 274; Mortgagor, 346; Remaindermen, 
53; Supervision of Insurance, 91. 
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Evidence—Books of Account, 437; Burden of 
Proof, 274; Contradictory Stipulation, 274; 
Expert Testimony, 383; Inference on Infer- 
ence, 274; Judicial Notice, 35, 239, 400; La- 
tent Ambiguity, 419; Receipt, 383; Res Ges- 
tae, 25, 329, 419. 


Exchanges—Rules and Customs, 35. 


Exchange of Property—Election, 53; Sale, 419; 
aiver, 419. 


Execution—Estopel, 70; Redemption, 274; Re- 
demption from Sale, 53; Vacation of Judg- 
ment, 239. 


Executors and Administrators—Ancillary Ad- 
ministration, 257; Consideration, 293; Col- 
lecting Assets, 419; Continuing Business, 
329; Discretion, 383; Domicile, 35, 164; Dor- 
mant Judgment, 383; Employment of Coun- 
sel, 35; Equality in Distribution, 70; Estop- 
pel, 293; Expenses, 257; Family Relation- 
ship, 91; Funeral Expenses, 364; Homestead, 
129; Malfeasance, 109; Personal Liability, 
129; Power to Sell, 53; Primary Liability, 
129; Reimbursement, 182; Secured Debt, 70; 
Statute of Limitations, 202; Tax Certificate, 


Exemptions—lInsurance, 
53; Waiver, 70. 


274; Tools of Trade, 


Explosives—Contributory Negligence, 182; Fail- 
ure to Guard, 293; Misdemeanor, 239 


False Imprisonment—Arrest Without Warrant, 
202. False Arrest, 329; Malice, 275; Probable 
Cause, 182. 


False Pretenses—Fraudulent Representations, 
419. ; 


Fixtures—Annexation to Freehold, 
tion, 109; Permanent Accession, 
moval, 129. 


146; Evic- 
202; Re- 


Forgery—Indictment, 182; Intent to Defraud, 
35; Loss to Prosecutor, 221. 


Fraud—Actionable Representation, 129; Bur-, 
den of Proof, 182, 437; Circumstantial Evi- 
dence, 329; Damages, 400; Election of Rem- 
edy, 455; Estoppel, 202; Expression of Opin- 
ion, 109; False Representations, 182; Fraud- 
ulent Representation, 109; Half Truth, 183; 
Misrepresentation, 146, 164. Modification, 
364; Parol Evidence, 129; Partnership, 364; 
Proximate Cause, 70; Punitive Damages, 
401; Reckless Statement, 239; Reliance, 35, 
53, 293; Statute of Subcontractor, 346; Sus- 
Picion, 346. 


Frauds, Statute of—Capital Stock, 419; Debt, 
Default or Miscarriage, 70; Debt of Anoth- 
er, 129; Deceit, Action for, 70; Executory 
Contract, 311; Fraud, 364; Incident to Debt, 
311; Oral Agreement, 91, 129, 383, 437; 
Oral Option, 257; Original Undertaking, 53, 
329; Part Performance, 91, 419; Party Wall, 
293; Performance Within Year, 53, 70; 
Promise to Pay Debt, 109. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—Accepting Benefits, 
202; Badge of Fraud, 257, 365, 437; Between 
Parties, 202; Bulk Sales Law, 35, 70, 164, 
202, 311, 365, 401; Corrupt Agreement, 419; 
Deed of Gift, 239; Fraud in Law, 146; Good 
Faith, 383; Husband and Wife, 383; Intent, 
17; Knowledge of Grantee, 347; Levy, 129; 
Participant in Fraud, 70; Preference, 70; 
Preferred Creditor, 239; Preferring Creditor, 
419; Presumption, 275; Recovery by Gran- 
tor, 221; Sale in Bulk, 455; Solvency, 455; 
Voluntary, 146. 


Game—tTreaty, 455. 


Gaming—Gambling, 275; Gambling Operation, 
257; Gambling Table, 53. 





nak Naeem 365; State Sovereignty, 
ee Contract, 202; Public Utility, 


Gifts—Causa Mortis, 146; Condition, 293; Cor- 
roboration, 203; Delivery of Note, 221; Exe- 
cuted Gift, 437; Fiduciary Relation, 293; 
Intention, 383; Intent, 401; Inter Vivos, 257, 
311; Presumption of, 347; Promissory Note, 
109, 347; Reservation of Interest, 455. 


Good Will—Injunction, 221; Secret Competition, 
183; Stockholder, 293; Trade Name, 70. 


Guaranty—Conditions of, 17; Intention, 164; 
Letter of Credit, 203; New Consideration, 
239; Presumption, 146; Release of Guaran- 
tor, 146; Strict Construction, 53, 91; Trans- 
fer of Note, 203. 


Guardian and Ward—Welfare of Child, 455. 


Habeas Corpus—Custody of Child, 35, 53; Dam- 
ages, 109. 


Highways—Abutting Owner, 401; Equal Rights 
in, 146; Licenses, 257; Ordinary Care, 165; 
Prescription, 183; Special Use, 329; Speed 
Regulation, 329. 


Homiestead—Abandonment, 203, 365; Conveyance 
of, 146; Definition, 17; Estoppel, 311, 365; 
Head of Family, 239; Lien, 455. 


Homicide—Aiding and Abetting, 455; Declara- 
tions, 155; Aggressor, 146; Apparent Danger, 
109; Arrest Without Warrant, 164; Co-Con- 
spirator, 203; Deadly Weapon, 129, 257, 347, 
383; Defense of Family, 203; Drunkenness, 
203: Dying Declarations, 164, 311, 437, 455; 
Flight, 455; Good Reputation, 275; Immedi- 
ate Punishment, 383; Insanity, 329; Insults, 
383; Intent, 53, 203; Intent to Kill, 109; 
-Malice, 146; Manslaughter, 239; Motive, 17; 
Resistance to Arrest, 419; Responsibility for 
Crime, 401; Seduction, 239; Specific Intent, 
53; Sufficient Provocation, 91; Self Defense, 
109, 165, 183, 203, 257, 365; Threats, 203. 


Hospitals—Private Gain, 257. 


Husband and Wife—Adverse Possession, 70, 
347; Agency, 147; Adverse Possession, 70, 
91, 291, 236, 455; Bill of Exchange, 91; 
Business Profits, 329; Coercion by Husband, 
293; Community Property, 17, 147, 221, 329, 
437; Confidential Relation, 109; Coverture, 
383; Separate Property, 383; Domicile, 239; 
Entireties, 419; Entirety, 183; Estoppel, 70, 
293; Gift Inter Vivos, 109; Invitee, 401; 
Living Apart, 35; Marital Rights, 203; Mort- 
gage, 419; Negotiable Instruments, 165; 
Privileged Communication, 183; Separate Li- 
ability, 91; Separate Maintenance, 147; Sep- 
arate Property, 311; Separation, 455; Stat- 
ute of Limitations, 275. 


Improvemients—Personal Judgment, 53. 


Indemnity—Damages, 129; 365, 383; 


Liability, 
Primary Duty, 239. 


Indians—Spoliation, 147. 


Indictment and Information—Irreparable In- 
jury, 293; House of Ill Fame, 91. 

Infants—Guardian ad Litem, 17, 257; Irrevoc- 
able Contract, 35; Parent and Child, 419; 
Ratification, 17. 


Injunction—Anticipated Injury, 401; Apprehen- 
sion of Loss, 329; Contractural Rights, 437; 
Basement, 365; Motive, 455; Multiplicity of 
Suits, 147; Peaceful Picketing, 365; Placard- 
ing Business, 70; Political Acts, 165; Right 


of Employment, 275; Slander, 437; Trade 
Secrets, 147; Threatened Loss, 239; Tres- 
pass, 401. 
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365, 419; Tenancy at Will, 71; Termination Mecha! 
ienpere Gam. St. of Lease, 92, 347; Termination of Tenancy, Ge 
Insane Persons—After Arraignment, 91; Attor- a eevee A = of Landlord, 203; Undisclosed a 
ney and Client, 35; Inadequate Considera- pal, . Po 
tion, 165. WwW 
Larceny—Circumstantial Evidence, 239; Com- 
Inspection—Police Power, 221. pound Larceny, 35; Condonement, 203; De- Mines 
5. 487, 455 fined, 35; False gow age ag yy ab 
Accident, 35, 165, 183, 365, 437, 455; Gain, 147; Innocent Taking, 240; Ownership, oe 
ser or Injury, 70, 129; Accident Policy, 147, 455; Presumption, 383; Recent Posses- Re 
419; Act of God, 203; Agency, 91, 455; Am- sion, 383. Su 
biguity, 311, Qt Pe age — ob Ur 
Application for, 275, ;_ Assignment, ; ee ice, 419; Innu- Le 
Assignment of Policy, 165; Attorney's Fee, | Libel and Slander —seprrustification, 419; Libel 
239; Benefit Society, 419; Burden of Proof, ar "de nat: Belton. Gia: Béinaes Sao ae 
53; By-Laws, 35; Cancellation, 239, 365; ’ , Jas. nds p Fra onop 
: ; “! lati f famation, 147, 293; Privileged Communica Ag 
Cancellation by Mail, 71; Cancellation of tion, 92,'275. 365, 401: Protection Against, a 
Policy, 347; Change of Beneficiary, 419, 455; 54; Publication, 92, 165; Punitive Damages, 
Change of Possession, 91; Check in Pay- 17: Qualified Privilege, 240, 401; Unchastity, 
ment, 129; Co-Insurance, 109; Conditions in 203: Variance, 347; Voluntary Testimony, Mortg: 
Application, 257; Constitution and By-Laws, 71; Special Damages, 183 ta 
147, 165; Death from Accident, 221; Estop- , . bry 
pel, 109, 203, 311, 437; External Violence, 31 
91; Failure of Proof, 311; Forfeiture, 91, Licenses—Revocation, 347. 11 
365, 401; Fraternal Amsoason, St) oe 18. 
ity, 239; Insurable Interest, 221, , , ‘ 
329, 365: Interest, 347; Inventory of Stock, | Life Estates—Adverse Possession, 165. 4 
91, 129; Joint Policy, 347; Knowledge of ae 
Agent, 401; Lightning, 239; Medical Exam- | Limitation of Actions—Acceleration, 257; Ac- aie 
ination, 329; Minimizing Damages, 275; Mis- erual of Action, 18; Acknowledgment, 347, Li 
statement of Applicant, 91; Mortgagee, 293; 437; Amendment, 165; Curtesy, 437; Cutting in; 
Murder by Beneficiary, 53; Notice of Can- of Remedy, 110; Demand Note, 401; Dis- ity 
cellation, 257; Oral Contract, 365, 383; Part- covery of Fraud, 147, 365; Estoppel, 221; 25 
nership, 17; Payment by Note, 129; Place New Promise, 401; Note and Mortgage, 401; 36 
of Contract, 165; Preliminary Contract, 91; Open Account, 329; Partial Payments, 365; pe 
Reformation of Policy, 53; Reinstatement, Premature Suit, 203; Tolling Statute, 36, 
275; Relinquishment of Right, 53; Repug- 130, 147, 293. Munic: 
nancy, 203; Settlement pA re B aid, 25. 
itti Causes, 347; Strict Construction, : 
gy oe Flee ng 109,165, 383; Suicide, 221, | Livery Stable and Garage Keepers—Burden on = 
311; Surrender of Policy, 329; Total Dis- Bailee, 221; Reasonable Care. 18. Ep 
ability, 71; Vacancy, 109; Valid Contract, ‘ ; 14: 
109; Waiver, 35, 129, 221, 347, 365, 419; Waiv- | Malicious Prosecution—Advice of Counsel, 130, 16 
er of Forfeiture, 71. 203, 221, 401; Bad Character, 148; Burden Pr 
of Proof, 148; Former Acquittal, 437; Mal- Co 
Interest—Computation, 221; Damages for ice, 293; Motive, 456; Probable Cause, 71, ea 
Breach, 293; Unliquidated Damages, 92. 257, 293, 329; Termination of Prosecution, 18: 
54. in; 
Intoxicating Liquors—Action on Bond, 71; oe . 271 
acter, 329; Forfeiture of Conveyance, 437; I — inistrative Body, 293; Inspec- 
Police Power, 183; Unlawful Possession, 35, a eee og 347 badipeastonn by Stock- Neglig 
293; War-Time Prohibition, 147. holder, 294; Judicial’ Discretion, 240; Plain i 
Duty, 18. 
Joint Adventures—Fiduciary Relation, 383; Cc 
Partnership 17, 293; Termination, 329. Marriage—Annulment, 71, 183, 365; Cohabita- on 
tion, 456; Illicit Cohabitation, 147; License, De 
Joint Tenancy—Execution Sale, 183. 419; Slaves, 147. 12 
Judgment—After-Acquired Rights, 147; Arrest | Master and Servant—Arising Out of Employ- > 
of, 275; Collateral Attack, 129, 221, 275, 365; ment, 110; Assumption of Risk, 92, 221, 294, ge 
Conclusiveness, 293; Concurrent Remedy, 92; 384, 401, 420, 437; Assurance by Master, 71, Se 
Default, 129, 147, 329, 365; Estoppel, 35; Gen- 311; Assurance of Safety, 420; Automobiles, an 
eral Jurisdiction, 71; Intervention, 365; Mis- 92; Burden of Proof, 18, 329; Casual Em- Pr 
description, 275; Publication Service, 35; Re- ployment, 165; Consideration, 401; Contribu- + 
opening, 147; Repeal of Statute, 437; Res tory Negligence, 366; Course of Employ- TY 
Judicata, 221, 275, 347, 365; Set-off, 257; Ver- ment, 165, 183, 456; Defective Appliance, ab 
ity Implied, 71. 71, 183; Dependency, 147; Earning Capacity, Ul 
147; Experienced Employe, 437, 456; Express 
Judicial Sales—Collateral Attack, 129; Con- Contract, 401; Fellow-Servant, 110, 130, 275, N. t' 
firmation, 455; Jurisdiction, 17; Stifling Com- 347; Foreman’s Direction, 183; Guards to ova 
petition, 92; Validity, 130. Machinery, 54; Hours of Service Act, 257; 
Imputability, 71; Independent Contractor, Nuisa1 
ae ne , a 36, 110, 203, 221, 438; Inexperience, 384; In- di 
Kidnapping—Physical Force, 71. spection, 240; Instructions to Servant, 203; Si 
Insurer, 456; Joint Action, 257; Joint Liabil- 
Landlord and Tenant—Abandonment, 293; An- ity, 311; Malicious Act, 294; Master’s Direc- Officer 
nexation to Freehold, 130; Assignment, 109, tion, 384; Master’s Promise, 110; Minor 
293; Attornment, 130; Breach of Contract, Employe, 36; Minimizing Damages, 36; No- Parent 
92; Change in Law, 71; Common Stairway, tification of Injury, 275; Principal’s Direc- ai 
239; Constructive Evidence, 203; Contingent tion, 147; Proximate Cause, 366; Ratifica- 13 
Litigation, 53; Covenant Running with tion, 311; Release, 420; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 29 
Land, 203; Crops, 53, 71, 92, 419; Defects 240, 420; Respondeat Superior, 222, 275, 347; 
in Premises, 203, 455; Dispossession, 365; Safe Place, 110, 130, 183, 329, 347, 366; ; 
Eviction, 293, 383; Exclusive Control, 221; Safety Appliance, 18, 165, 240, 257; Safety Partie 
Guests, 365; Hostile Possession, 53; Implied of Employe, 183; Scope of Employment, 147; 11 
Warranty, 347; Lease, 53, 109; Month-to- ; Special Finding, 130; Specific Negligence, 
Month, 183; Negligent Construction, 183; 384; Tools and Appliances, 71; Total Dis- Partn¢ 
Oral Lease, 401; Practical Construction, ability, 329; Unsafe Tool, 257; Vice Prin- 38 
71; Privity, 239; Quiet Enjoyment, 71, 221; cipal, 330, 420; Volunteer, 222; Warning, 4 tic 
Re-entry, 257, 311; Renewal of Lease, 165; 311; Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 71, 92, | Di 
Repairs, 53, 183, 257; Retrospective Opera- 165, 222, 240, 258; Wrongful Discharge, 92, In 


tion, 257; Subletting, 347; Surrender, 275, 





147, 148, 311, 384. 
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Mechanic’s Lien—Constructive Notice, 92; De- 
scription of Property, 54, 183; Ejusdem 


Generis, 222; Materialmen, 36; Nonlienable 


Items, 71; Priority, 130, 366, 401; Public 
Policy, 165; Subcontractor, 148; Test of, 222; 
Waiver, 456. 


Mines and Minerals—Abandonment, 384; Equit- 
able Mortgage, 401; Incorporeal Heredita- 
ment, 18; Location, 384; Partnership, 148; 
Rescission, 384; Secret Profits, 420; Sub- 
Surface, 402; Tender of Consideration, 347; 
Underground Laterals, 438; Unilateral 
Lease, 165; Valid Location, 402. 


Monopolies—Cold Storage, 
Agreement, 130; 
Resales, 165. 


330; 
Interstate Commerce, 


Independent 
py © 


Mortgages—Assumption of Payment, 258; At- 
tachment, 456; Attestation, 18; Contract, 
347; Counterclaim, 36; Deed Absolute, 148, 
311; Deeds, 92; Default, 240; Defeasance, 
110; Defined, 402; Discouraging Bidders, 
184; Enjoining Sale, 203; Equal Equities, 
275; Equitable Title, 165; Estoppel, 366; 
Foreclosure, 275; Future Acquired Prop- 
erty, 347; Future Advances, 71, 438; Incon- 
sistent Duties, 130; Implied Agreement, 330; 
Lien, 222; Mechanic’s Liens, 110; Outstand- 
ing Title, 246; Parol Evidence, 438; Prior- 
ity, 92, 258; Qualified Title, 92; Redemption, 
258; Rents, 18, 148; Setting Aside Sale, 
366; Security, 347; Statutory Sale, 54; Sus- 
pension of Alienation, 275; Transfer, 18. 


Municipal Corporations—Burden on _ Streets, 
258; Comipetitive Bidding, 165; Compromise, 
330; Constructive Knowledge, 72; Contribu- 
tory Negligence, 311, 330; Estoppel, 348; 
Express Grant, 312; Governmental Power, 
148; Nuisance, 36, 330; Option to Rescind, 
165; Ordinances, 402; Police Power, 294; 
Principal and Agent, 184; Public Service 
Commission, 165; Ratification, 294; Respond- 
eat Superior, 72; Revocation of License, 
184; Speed Regulations, 72; Street Cross- 
A ia 184; Street Obstruction, 72; Taxation, 


Negligence—Assumption of Risk, 240; Attrac- 
tive Nuisance, 294, 384; Burden of Proof, 
54; Child, 294; Concurrent Negligence, 130; 
Concurring Causes, 36, 92; Contributory 
Negligence, 165, 240, 348; Emergency, 36, 
203; Independent Contractor, 166; Inherent 
Damage, 456; Imputability, 18, 184, 240, 258, 
420; Inevitable Accident, 402; Injury by 
Third Person, 222; Invitee, 166, 402, 420; 
Last Clear Chance, 222; Licensee, 294: Miti- 
gation of Damages, 178; Negligence per 
se, 184; Ordinary Care, 165, 402; Perform- 
ance of Duty, 148; Primary Negligence, 348; 
Proximate Cause, 18, 312, 456; Res Ipsa 
Loquitur, 402; Statutory Violation, 294; 
bin 4 — age ene. 130; Unavoid- 

ccident, : nsafe Stru : 
Ultimate Purchaser, 294. ee 


Novation—Substitution, 312. 

Nuisance—Abatement, 312; Blasting, 166; Ju- 
dicial Notice, 456;| Reasonable Use, 330; 
Sic Utere Tuo, 438; Special Damage, 456. 

Officers—Immunity, 203; Removal, 456. 

Parent and Child—Custody of Child, 330; Fi- 
duciary Relation, 92; Interest of Child, 
130; Necessaries, 110; Negligence of Child, 
294; Support of Child, 110. 


ee er eoniinn, 275; Joint Tortfeasors, 


Partnership—Accounting, 438; Action Against, 
384; Corporation, 420; De Facto Corpora- 
tion, 348; Defined, 258; Determination, 384; 
Dissolution, 54, 438; Holding Out, 166, 402; 
Individual Act, 294; Joinder of Parties, 110; 





Joint Interest, 330; Land, 456; Offer of Judg- 
ment, 166; Partnership Assets, 130; Profits, 
92, 258, 312; Requisite of, 221; Settled Ac- 
count, 366; Sharing Profits, 54. 


Partition—Complete Relief, 72; Equity, 72, 366. 


Patents—Abandonment, 72; Anticipation, 348; 
Combination of Old Elements, 18; Descrip- 
tion of Elements, 148; Interference, 366; 
Invention, 348; Laches, 184; Lack of Iden- 
tity, 166; Mechanical Equivalents, 204; New 
Use, 384; Non-User, 184; Novelty, 148; Pat- 
entability, 366; Prior Public Use, 204; Spe- 
cific Patent, 420; Utility, 148. 


Payment—Application of, 330; Check of Debtor, 
312; Novation, 204; Place of, 240; Presump- 
tion of, 36; Promissory Note, 204; Receipt, 
72; Satisfaction, 36. 


Perjury—Former Acquittal, 402; Instruction, 


275; Willful and Corrupt, 18. 
Petition—Parol Agreement, 420. 


Physicians and Surgeons—Care, 276; Consent to 
Operation, 276; Implied Promise, 204; Li- 
cense, 276; Principal and Agent, 348; Ac- 
cepting Benefits, 384; Ascertainment of Au- 
thority, 438; Declarations of Agent, 258, 
294, 312, 330, 348; Exclusive Agency, 384; 
Fidelity to Principal, 36, 221; Gratuitous 
Agent, 240; Implied Authority, ‘420, 456; 
Incidental Authority, 204; Personal Busi- 
ness, 312; Private Instructions, 204; Rati- 
fication, 166, 276, 361; Retaining Benefits, 
294; Revocation, 18, 402; Scope of Agency, 
130, 148; Secret Profit, 240; Transcending 
Authority, 92; Trustee, 184; Undisclosed 
Principal, 294, 438. 


Principal and Surety—Anticipating Breach, 456; 
Assignment, 456; Gratuitous Surety, 420; 
Paid Surety, 312, 456; Release of Surety, 
148, 294; Revocation, 402; Subrogation, 240; 
Surety for Hire, 184; Surrender of Security, 
18; Voluntary Payment, 166; Voluntary 
Surety, 18. 


Public Lands—Mineral Lands, 36. 


Public Service Commissions—State Law, 18. 


Quieting Title—Burden of Proof, 36; Cancella- 
tion, 366; Cloud on Title, 72; Ejectment, 
348. 


Railroads—Assumption of Liability, 204; Com- 
pulsory Operation, 258; Crossing, 72; Con- 
tributory Negligence, 54, 148, 330; Custom 
and Usage, 294; Election to Sue, 204; Grade 
Crossing, 54; Imputable Negligence, 222; 
Last Clear Chance, 54, 204; Look and Lis- 
ten, 330; Negligence by Lessee, 204; Negli- 
gence per se, 366; Proximate Cause, 348; 
Reciprocal Duty, 330; Signals, 366; Tres- 
passer, 148, 276, 294; Vigilance, 312; Warn- 
ing, 348; Warning to Travelers, 258, 


Rape—Attempt, 1380; Civil Action, 258; Cor- 
roboration, 312; Intent, 184; Overt Act, 110. 


Receivers—Appointing Counsel, 54. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—Recent Possession, 54. 


Reformation of Instruments—Conformity_ to 
Oral Agreement, 148; Equity, 92, 222; Mis- 
take, 110, 130, 258; Mutual Mistake, 72, 204, 
22. 


Release—Consideration, 110; Joint Tortfeasor, 


204; Mutual Mistake, 72. 


Remainders—Alienation, 184; Contingent, 330. 


Removal of Causes—Jurisdiction, 276; Separ- 


able Controversy, 33 
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Replevin—Burden of Proof, 258; Drunkenness, 
116; Growing Crop, 25 


Rewards—Public Policy, 166. 


Robbery—Force and Intimidation, 148; Prin- 
cipal, 36; Putting in Fear, 222. 
Sales—Acceptance of Option, 258; Apparent 


Ownership, 184; Bailment, 330; Breach, 276; 
Breach of Contract, 130; Cancellation, 258; 
Caveat Emptor, 54; Conditional Sale, 166, 
294, 384, 456; Consideration, 312; Contract, 
366; Counterclaim, 420, 456; Damages, 456; 
Delivery, 148, 276, 312; Blection, 130; Em- 
bargo, 36; Executory Contract, 166, 294; 
Express Warranty, 54, 294; F. O. B., 110; Im- 
plied Agreement, 166; Implied Warranty, 
54, 184, 204, 384; Indorser, 438; Inspection, 
72, 222, 384; Installment Deliveries, 366; 
Lapse of Contract, 456; Latent Defects, 204; 
Lost Profits, 276; Measure of Damages, 348; 
Minimizing Loss, 166; Misrepresentation, 
148, 402; Nomirial Damages, 36, 54; Nullity, 
72; Offer and Acceptance, 130, 148; Option, 
276, 420, 438; Oral, 240; Place of Contract, 
184; Performance Prevented, 72; Reason- 
able Time, 184; Rescission, 110, 130, 276, 312, 
402; Reserving Title, 384; Remedies of Sell- 
er, 384; Retention of Title, 184; Satisfaction 
of Seller, 438; Tender, 72; Tender and Re- 
fusal, 204; Ultimate Purchaser, 330; Waiver 
of Damages, 184; Warranty, 312; Warranty 
of Quality, 488. 


Search and Seizure—Production of Papers, 258. 
Seduction—Infancy—36. 


Sequestration—Limitation of Jurisdiction, 110. 


Set-Off and Counterclaim—Equity, 72; Sepa 
Action, 166. ee oe ee 


Shipping—Unloading, 36. 


Specific Performance—Agreement Between 
Heirs, 240; Equity, 348, 420; Discretion, 18; 
Evidence, 276; Forfeiture, 54; Injunction, 
294; Judicial Discretion, 36, 72, 110, 130, 166, 
330, 348; Judicial Supervision, 456; Mer- 
chantable Title, 258; Misrepresentation, 276; 
Personal Service, 184; Pleading and Proof, 
438; Reliance on Statements, 166; Rescis- 
sion, 276; Tender of Performance, 72. 


Statute of Limitations—Trustee, 240. 
Statutes—Construction, 18; Retrospective, 72. 


Street Railroads—Last Clear Chance, 222, 294; 
One-Man Car, 148; Pedestrian, 222. 


Subrogation—Defined, 258. 
Subscriptions—Charitable Purpose, 54. 


Sunday—Completion of Contract, 366; 


; Killin 
by Mistake, 222; Police Power, 222. ” 


Taxation—Domicile, 366; Double Taxation, 384; 
Duress, 92; Equity, 330; Franchise, 330. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—Damages, 312; In- 
terstate Message, 402; Limitation of Li- 
ability, 258; Restricting Liability, 92. 


Tenancy in Common—Adverse Claim, 420; Ous- 
ter, 420; Notice to One, 348. 


Tender—Unconditional, 258. 
Theaters and Shows—Police Power, 294. 


Time—Computation, 240. 





Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—Change of 
Name, 258; Descriptive Word, 204; Injunc- 
tion, 204; Profits, 18; Unfair Competition, 
184, 348, 420; Unfair Trade, 276. 


Trade Unions—Agency, 184. 


Trover and Conversion—Demand and Refusal, 
312; Punitive Damages, 312; Special Prop- 
erty, 240. 


Trusts—Equitable Right, 18; Equitable Trust, 
18; Income, 258; Mingling Funds, 72, 420; 
Naked Trust, 456; Passive Trustee, 166; Per- 
sonal Liability, 402; Restraint on Aliena- 
tion, 222; Resulting Trust, 18, 184, 347; 
Spendthrift Trust, 204; Statute of Frauds, 
402; Substituted Trustee, 222; Trust Fund, 
294; Validity of Trust, 204. 


Use and Occupation—Implied Promise, 330. 


Usury—Bonus, 166; Legal Rate, 72; Pari Delicto, 
294; Statutory Maximum, 166; Taint of, 110; 
Tender, 258. 


and Purchaser—Arm’s Length, 204; 
Consideration, 402; Deed 
Estoppel, 438; Executory 
Contract, 438; Installment Payment, 240; 
Interest, 276; Lien Note, 92; Marketable 
Title, 420; Notice to Purchaser, 276; Open 
Possession, 36; Option, 36; Option Contract, 
402; Possession on Notice, 54, 110; Practi- 
cal Construction, 456; Profits, 166; Quieting 
Title, 54; Rescission, 184, 366; Revocation 
of Option, 222; Sale in.Gross, 330; Tender, 
ons: Tender of Deed, 240; Vendor’s Lien, 


Vendor 
Cancellation, 348; 
in Blank, 110; 


Warehousemen—Restoring Property, 72. 


Waters and Water Courses—Accretion, 222; 
Beneficial Use, 402; Dominant Tenement, 
166; Franchise Contract, 184; Irrevocable 
License, 204; Joint Tortfeasors, 348; Mutual 
Drainage, 184; Nonuser of Right, 276; Pre- 
scription, 72; Prior Appropriation, 312, 345; 
Prior Location, 312; Riprarian Rights, 420; 
Successive Injuries, 456; Surface Drain, 204; 
Surface Water, 348, 420; Waste, 


Wills—Accelerating Remainder, 222; Acknowl- 
edgement, 366; Ademption, 294; After Dec- 
laration, 240; Ambulatory Will, 420; An- 
nuity, 456; Attestation, 36, 54, 147; Bequest, 
258; Burden of Proof, 402; Charitable 
Use, 312; Child or Children, 240; Cod- 
icil, 348; Collateral Attack, 402; Condi- 
tion Precedent, 366; Confidential Rela- 
tion, 110; Conflicting Provisions, 312; 
Construction, 384; Contest, 276; Contin- 
gent Estate, 166; Contingent Interest, 
384; Contingent Remainder, 456; Contract 
for Devise, 166; Contract to Will, 36; Di- 
rection Applied for, 54; Domicile, 402; Elec- 
tion, 72; Election Under, 222; Extrinsic Evi- 
dence, 166; Fee, 456; Fee Simple, 366; Gen- 
eral Legacy, 402; Hallucinations, 348; Heirs, 
54; Imbecility, 240; Invalid Parts, 36; Insane 
Delusion, 18, 110, 222; Intent, 402; Inten- 
tion, 438, 456; Intention, 456; Interest on 
Legacies, 438; Joint Will, 402; Laches, 148; 
Life Estate, 366; Mental Capacity, 384; Mis- 
take, 276; Olographic Will, 54; Perpetuities, 
456; Power of Disposition, 276; Precatory 
Words, 18; Probate, 72, 184, 258; Refresh- 
ing Recollection, 240; Remainder, 130, 276; 
Saying of Masses, 240; Specific Legacy, 222; 
Spendthrift Trust, 438; Testamentary Ca- 
pacity, 166, 222, 312, 402; Undue Influence, 
Widow’s Election, 130; Competency of 
Child, 240; Corroboration, 18; Cross-Exam- 
ination, 184; Impeachment, 276; Moral Tur- 
geeee Physician, 240; Self-Crimina- 

on, " 


Work and lLabor—Gratuitous Service, 312; 
184, 330, 384, 402; Vested Remainder, 258; 


Quantum Meruit, 312. 
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in different localities make it impossible to publish a uniform scale of fees. 





Kindly mention 


the CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL when corresponding with attorneys whose names appear in 


this list. 


ALABAMA. 


ALBANY. 

G. O. Chenault. 
ANNISTON. 

R. B. Carr. 


ATHENS. 
W. R. Walker. 


= RMINGHAM. 


W. H. Anderson. 
Lyon Bradley. 
Chamblee & Cham- 
blee. 
Leader & Ewing. 
Metz & Griffith. 
Forney Johnston. 
Ivey F. Lewis. 
F. W. McArthur. 
Emmett O'Neal 
Nathan L. Miller. 
Hugh Morrow. 
A. Leo Oberdorfer. 
Erle Pettus. 
Tillman, mee & 
Morrow. 
Wood & Pritchard. 
CLANTON. 
Grady Reynolds. 
CULLMAN 
Paine Denson 
DADEVILLE. 
D. W. Crawford. 
DOTHAN 
Chapman & Lewis 
ENSLEY. 
T. D. McCaughey. 
ENTERPRISE 
J. C. Yarborough 
FLORENCE. 
A. A. Williams. 
GADSDEN. 
P. E. Culli, 
Victor Vance 
GENEVA. 
W. O. Mulkey. 
GREENVILLE. 
Lane ng Lane. 
HEFLI 
w. a “Merrill. 
MOBILE. 
Wm. H. Armbrecht. 
Frederick G. Brom- 
berg. 
Jesse F. Hogan. 
Chas. W. Tompkins. 
MONROEVILLE. 
Barnett, Bugg & 
Lee. 
MONTGOMERY. 
W. M. Blakey. 
Hon. Chas. R. 
Bricken. 








MONTGOMERY. 

Hill, Hill, Whiting & 
Thomas. 

Stuart M. MacKenzie. 

Steiner, Crum & 
Weil. 

Ray Rushton. 

Hon. Wm. H. 
Thomas. 

Henry P. White. 


OPELIKA, 
N. D. Denson. 
TALLADEGA 
D. H. Riddle 


TUSKEGEE. 
Wm. Varner. 


TUSCUMBIA. 
J. T. Kirk. 


ALASKA. 


CORDOV. 

waward KF. Medley. 
JUNEAU. 

John Rustgard. 

R. E. Robertson. 
KETCHIKAN. 

A. G. Shoup. 


ARIZONA. 
BISBEE. 
Edw. J. Flanigan. 
John Witson Ross. 
DOUGLAS. 
Cc. V. Manatt. 
FLORENCE. 
E. P. Patterson. 
GLOBE. 
Gus. H. Wende. 
HOLBROOK. 
Clarence H. Jordan 
KINGMAN. 
Cc. W. Herndon. 
PHOENIX. 
J. lL. B. Alexander. 
Ray A. Hall. 
. BE. Marks. 
G. P. Nevitt. 
SNOWFLAKE. 
Thornwald Larsen. 
TUCSON. 
Frank E. Curley. 
Floyd Lewis. 


ARKANSAS. 

ASHDOWN. 

John J. Dulaney. 
BATESVILLE. 

Chas. F. Cole. 

John B. McCaleb. 
BLYTHEVILLE. 

Davis, Costen & 

Harrison. 
R. A. Nelson. 





CONWAY 
A. L. Barber 


FORREST CITY. 
S. H. Mann. 


FORT SMITH. 
Covington & Grant. 
Ira D. Oglesby. 
Thos. B. Pryor. 

T. P. Winchester. 


HEBER SPRINGS. 


Mortimer Frauenthal. 


HOT SPRINGS. 
Arthur Cobb. 
J. P. Henderson. 
JONESBORO. 
Basil Baker. 
T. A. Turner. 


LITTLE ROCK. 
John F. Clifford. 
Ashley Cockrill. 
Marvin Harris. 
H. T. Harrison. 
Tom M. Mehaffy. 
D. D. Terry. 
Kinsworthy & 

Henderson. 


MONTICELLO. 
Adrian Williamson. 
MORRILLTON. 
John F. Sellers. 
MURFREESBORO 
O. A. Featherston 
Claude A. Rankin 
NEWPORT. 
Boyce & Mack. 
John W. Stayton. 
PARAGOULD. 
Huddleston, Fuhr & 
Futrell. 
PINE BLUFF. 
W. F. Coleman. 
Taylor & Jones. 
W. T. Wooldridge. 
RUSSELLVILLE, 
J. T. Bullock. 
R. W. Holland. 
J. B. Ward. 
TEXARKANA. 
Thaddeus B. Vance. 
Frank S. Quinn, 


CALIFORNIA. 


BAKERSFIELD. 

E. J. Emmons. 
BERKELEY. 

Herbert W. Clark. 
CENTERVILLE. 

Joseph Dias. 
FRESNO. 

F. H. Short. 

Alva EF Snow. 

N. “Lindsay South. 





LONG BEACH. 
McCaughan & 
McCaughan. 


Swaffield & Swaf- 


LOS ANGELES. 

S. L. Carpenter. 

Harvey D. Cheney. 

Fredericks & 
Hanna. 

Gibson, Trask, Dunn 
& Crutcher. 

A. W. Hutton. 

Thomas C. Job. 

Frank James. 

E. E. Milliken. 

Nathan Newby. 

Paran F. Rice. 

Duke Stone. 

E. M. Swartz. 


NAPA. 
John T. York. 


OAKLAND. 
Carl H. Abbott. 
Chas. A, Beardsley. 
Harmon Bell. 
Jesse J. Dunn. 
R. M. Fitzgerald, 
Fred B. Hart. pores 
Paul C. Thorne. 
Eugene E. Trefe- 

then. 

Owen M. Van Duyn. 


rape. 
. M. Kerr. 


Baek fanny 
W. H. Early. 


RIVERSIDE. 
Cc. W. Benshoof. 
Adair & Winder. 


ROSEVILLE. 
J. B. Gibson. 
SA’ 


CRAMENTO. 
J. W. 8S. Butler. 
Devlin & Devlin. 
Pat Johnson. 
Martin I. Welsh. 


SAN DIEGO. 
F. W. Stearns. 


SAN FRANCISCO. 
W. M. Abbott. 
W. P. Bosley. 


Augustin C. Keane. 
G. W. McEnerney. 
Ww Orri 


SAN PEDRO. 
S.'C. Schaefer. 
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SANTA ANA. 
Horatio J. Forgy. 
SANTA MARIA. 
F. J. Feeney. 


SOUTH PASADENA. 
Percy L. Edwards. 


STOCKTON 
A. H. Ashley. 


TULARE. 
Cc. L. Russell, 
TURLOCK. 

R. R. Fowler. 
WILLOWS. 

Frank Freeman. 
YREKA 

Tapscott & Tapscott. 


COLORADO. 


ANTONITO. 
Ralph L. Carr. 


BRECKINRIDGE. 
Carl A, Kaiser. 
COLORADO SPRINGS. 
Norman M. Camp- 
bell. 
James A. Orr. 
DELTA. 
Mortimer Stone, 
DENVER, 
Perry Behymer. 
John T. Bottom, 


Thos. J. Dixon. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
W. R. Eaton. 
Hon. James E. Gar- 
rigues. 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
Philip Hornbein. 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick 
Henry. 
Hon. Robt. E. Lewis. 
Henry McAllister, Jr, 
Thos. J. O’Donnell. 
R. D. Rees. 


Howard S. Robert- 


son. 
Barnwell S. Stuart. 
DURANGO, 
Reese McCloskey. 
FT. COLLINS. 
 ?- J. Annis. 
W. Fleming. 
Pred W. Stow. 
FORT MORGAN 
Walter S. Coen. 
GRAND JUNCTION. 
W. S. Forman. 
8. M. Logan. 
Guy V. Sternberg. 


Merritt H. Perkins. 

Wm. H. Thompson. 

Charles D. Todd. 
IDAHO SPRINGS. 

Fred P. Starke. 
JULESBURG. 

Roy T. Johnson. 
LA JUNTA, 

Clyde T. Davis. 
LAMAR. 

Goodale & Horn. 
TELLURIDE. 

L. W. Allen. 
TRINIDAD. 

Malcolm ‘B. Erick- 

son. 

YAMPA. 

Gilbert A. Walker. 





CONNECTICUT. 


BRIDGEPORT. 
Cullinan & Cullinan. 
Albert J. Merritt. 

DANBURY. 

Hon. J. Moss Ives 

HARTFORD. 

John I. Forward. 
John J. Dwyer. 
Jacob Schwolsky. 

MYSTIC. 

Benjamin H. Hewitt. 


NEW BRITAIN. 
Henry Nowicki. 
NEW HAVEN. 
James E. Wheeler. 
Robert J. Woodruff. 


NEW LONDON. 
Max Boyer. 
Arthur B. Calkins. 
H. A. Hull. 
Arthur T. Keefe. 
Thos. E. Troland. 


ORANGE. 
Robt. J. Woodruff. 


STAMFORD. 
Frederick C. Taylor. 


WATERBURY. 
T. KF. Carmody. 
John H. Cassidy. 
Chas, G. Root. 


DELAWARE. 
WILMINGTON. 

John P. Nields. 
H. H. Ward. 


DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON, 
John S. Barbour. 
Harold Beyer. 
Geo. L. Boyle. 
Henry M. Foote 
Melville Church. 
Cc. L. Johnson. 
Chas. H. Le Fevre. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Geo. C. Gertman. 
Thomas M. Henry. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Leckie, Cox & 
Kratz. 
Robert Proctor. 
Hon. Thos. Sterling. 
F. S. Swindell. 
J. C. Robertson. 
Wayne B. Wheeler. 


FLORIDA. 


BARTOW. 
H. K. Olliphant. 
BLOUNTSTOWN. 
Ray & Cox. 
COCOA. 
Gus C. Edwards. 
DAYTONA. 
Hamlin, Hamlin & 
Gardner. 
DE LAND. 
Stewart & Stewart. 
FORT LAUDERDALE. 
Elbert Kruse. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Cc. M. Cooper, 
P. & J. J. G. 
Cooper. 
John C. Cooper, Jr. 
Henry C. Clark. 
E. J. L. Engle. 
John E. Hartridge. 
ne. Adams & Rag- 


and. 
Miles W. Lewis. 
P. H. Odom. 
KISSIMMEE. 
G. P. Garrett. 


Chas. 





LAKELAND. 
Peterson & Carver. 


MARIANNA, 

John H. Carter. 
MIAMI, 

Atkinson & Burdine. 


A. J. Rose. 
Bart A. Riley. 


RLANDO. 

Massey & Warlow. 
PALATKA. 

A. H. Odom. 
PENSACOLA. 

Philip D. Beall. 

W. A. Blount. 

J. N. Hutchins. 

E. C. Maxwell. 

Watson & Pasco. 

R. P. Reese. 

W. B, Sheppard, 
PERRY. 

W. B. Davis. 
QUINCY. 

Jas. L. Davidson. 
ST. AUGUSTINE. 

G. W. Bassett, Jr. 

Geo. W. Jackson. 
SANFORD. 

Schelle Maines. 
a ee 

W. Y. Perry. 

TALLAHASSEE. 

Van C. Swearingen. 
TAMPA. 

McMullen & Pette- 

way. 

K. I. McKay. 

S. M. Sparkman, 

Wm. M. Taliaferro. 

John P. Wall. 

J. T. Watson, 
TITUSVILLE. 

Jas. I. Mitchell. 


GEORGIA. 


ALBANY. 
Leonard Farkas. 
Claude Payton. 


J. * Lewis Ellis. 
T. O. Marshall. 
ATHENS. 

Erwin, Rucker & 
Erwin. 

Claud Mahaffey. 

J. J. Strickland. 

H. C. Tuck 

ATLANTA. 

Reuben R. Arnold. 

Robert C. Alston. 

Brewster, Howell & 
Heyman. 

Geo. F. Gober. 

J. L. Mayson. 

Smith, Hammond & 
Smith. 

Albert E. Mayer. 

James A. Miller. 

Moore & Moore. 

Cc. L, Pettigrew. 

Alex W. Stephens. 

W. D. Thomson. 

Edgar Watkins. 

Geo. Westmoreland. 


a. 


Cc. 8S. Cohen. 


Wm Po 

bay s. Jones. 

T. S. Lyons. 
BAINBRIDGE. 

H. G. Bell. 
BARNESVILLE. 

Charles J. Lester. 





BAXLEY. 
S. C. Crosby. 
BRUNSWICK. 
Daniel Webster 
Krauss. 
Max Isaac. 
CAMILLA. 
Peacock & Gardner. 
CANON. 
Don T. Barnes, 
CR ae. 
. C. Henson. 
cameras. 
McMillan & Erwin. 
COLUMBUS. 
C. E. Battle. 
Love & Fort. 
Geo. C. Palmer. 
Slade & Swift. 
CORDELE. 
A. S. Bussey. 
F. G. Boatright. 
Crum & Jones. 
COVINGTON. 
Chas. C. King. 
DAWSON. 
W. H. Gurr. 
DUBLIN 
R. I. Stephens. 
ELBERTON. 
W. A. Nall. 
FAIRBURN. 
Lawrence S. Camp. 
FITZGERALD. 
E. P. Keefer. 
Alex J. McDonald. 
GAINESVILLE, 
A. C. Wheeler. 
JASPER. 
Roscoe Pickett. 
JONESBORO. 
John B. Hutcheson. 
MACON. 
Chas. J. Bloch. 
Wm. W. Brewton. 
Chas. H. Hall. 
Harris, Harris & 
Witman. 
Sidney W. Hatcher. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
MILLEN. 
Earle Norman. 
MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 
MONTEZUMA, 
Jule Felton. 
MONTICELLO. 
Greene F. Johnson. 
MOULTRIE. 
R. J. Lewis. 
OCILLA. 
Rogers & Rogers. 
PRESTON. 
J. F. Souter. 
ROCHELLE. 
Harry A. Hodges. 
ROME. 
Linton A. Dean. 


Robert L. Colding. 

Lawton & Cunning- 
ham. 

Jacob Gazan. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 

O’Byrne, Hartridge. 
& Wright. 

Osborne & Law- 
rence. 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Russell & Gignilliat. 

W. B. Stubbs. 


SOPERTON. 
D. R. Jackson. 
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“eo 
R. L. Morse. 

SYLVANIA. 

A. B. Lovett. 
SWAINSBORO. 

I. L. Price. 

F. H. Saffold. 
THOMASTON. 

James R. Davis. 
TIFTON 

Fulwood & Hargrett. 
TOCCOA. 

John H. Davis & 

Son. 

WAYCROSS. 

James F. Morgan. 

Parks & Reed. 

Wilson & Bennett. 

Parker & Parker. 
WAYN<SBORO. 

Brinson & Hatcher. 

Emory R. Price. 
WRIGHTSVILLE. 

A. L. Hatcher. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

HILO. 

Russell & Patter- 
son. 

HONOLULU. 

Brown, Cristy & 
Davis. 


Wm. T. Carden. 
Thompson & 
Cathcart. 

Ambrose J. Wirtz. 
LIHUE. 7 

Philip L. Rice. 
WAILUKU. 

E. R. Bevins. 


IDAHO. 

AMERICAN FALLS. 

Oo. R. Baum. 
BOISE CITY. 

Chas. F. Koelsch. 

Oppenheim & Lam- 

pert. 

CALDWELL. 

Judson A, Elston. 
COUER D'ALENE. 

M. G. Whitney. 
COUNCIL. 

L. L. Burtenshaw. 


IDAHO FALLS. 
E. A. Owen. 
LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Chas. H. Chance, 
Eugene A. Cox. 
Leo McCarty. 
Daniel Needham. 


MONTPELIER. 
D. ©. Kunz. 


MOSCOW. 

Scott Ogden. 
NAMPA 

D. L. Rhodes. 

J. A. Partridge. 
OAKLEY. 

W. L. Dunn, 
POCATELLO. 

Jos. E, Harvey. 

— & Coffin. 


SANDPOINT. 
Herman H. Taylor. 
E. W. Wheelan. 

ST. MARIES. 

E. N. La Veine. 

a ue ALLS. 

Ne Guthrie. 
S , * Hodgins. 
E. V. Larson. 





ILLINOIS. 

ALTON. 

B. J. O'Neill. 
AURORA. 

B. P. Alschuler. 

Peffers & Wing. 
BELLEVILLE. 

Hon. Geo. A. Crow. 

Albert B. Ogle. 
BELVIDERE. 

P. H. O’Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
Chas. M. Buck. 

A. BE. & BR. CG De 
Mange. 
Jesse i. Hoffman 

BLUE ISLAND. 
Henry W. Buhring 

CARLYLE. 

Hugh V. Murray. 
H. G. Weber. 

CARMI. 

Chas. T. Randolph. 

CARTERVILLE. 

H. G. Gallimore. 


CARTHAGE, 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 
CHAMPAIGN. 
R. S. Bauer. 
CHICAGO. 
J. W. Alderman, 
E. A. Aborn. 
Edmund D. Adcock. 
Jos. A. Ambrosius. 
Ashcraft & Ashcraft 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
F. L. Boyd. 
Aug. Binswanger, 
Buell & Abbey. 
H. G. Colson, 
E. S. Cummings. 
Thos. Dent. 
F. B. Ebbert. 
Robert L. Elliott. 
Ray F. Feagans, 
Timothy J. Fell. 
Chas. J. Gallagher. 
Ben F. Goldstein. 
John R. Guilliams. 
Milton Hart. 
Roy M. Harmon. 
Henry M. Hagan. 
Hennings & Thulin. 
Andrew Humme- 
land. 
John L. — 
John H. 
Malatio, Wolt & 
Love. 
Jas. C. McMath. 
Chas. J. Michal. 
John S. Miller. 
H. W. Norton. 
Perry Patterson. 
Pomeroy & Martin. 
Joseph A. MclIner- 
ney. 
James C. McShane. 
A. W. Martin. 
M. A. Mergentheim. 
Edwin A, Munger. 
Nicholas A. Pope. 
F. P. Read. 
A. A. Rolf. 
Mark R. Sherman. 
Shortall & Murison. 
E. M. Solomon. 
R. B. Scott. 
J. A. Shannon. 
W. G. Spurgin. 
Rosenthal, Hamill 
& Wormser. 
Chas. J. Trainor. 
Cc. F. Wiehe. 
Winston, Strawn 
& Shaw. 
Harris F. Williams. 





DANVILLE. 
Lindley, Penwell & 
Lindley. 
DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 
DECATUR. 
Fannie A. Bivans. 
Baldwin & Carey. 
Jesse L. Deck. 
E. E. Gibson. 
H. C. Lualien. 
J. C. Walden. 
DIXON: 
John P. Devine. 
DOWNER’S GROVE. 
A. B. Snow. 
E. ST. LOUIS. 
Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 
E. C. Zulley. 
EDWARDSVILLE. 
D. G- Williamson. 
ELIZABETHTOWN. 
James A. Watson. 
EVANSTON. 
Robt. H. Gault. 
FARMER CITY. 
Herrick & Herrick. 
FULTON. 
Cc. C. McMahon. 
GALESBURG. 
Williams, Law- 
rence, Green & 
Gale. 
GRANITE CITY. 
John B. Harris. 
HERRIN. 
A. D. Morgan. 
JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. T. Wilson. 
JOLIET. 
Barr & Barr. 
P. Francis Boetto. 
Cowing & King. 
KANKAKEE. 
Smith & Marcotte. 
Alex J. Powell. 
LITCHFIELD. 
Paul McWilliams. 
MACOMB. 
Chas, I. Imes. 
MARION. 
Hosea VY. Ferrell. 
Geo. B. White. 
MATTOON. 
Andrews & Vause. 
Bryan H. Tivnen. 
MONMOUTH. 
J. B. Brown. 
R. J. Grier. 
OREGON. 
Jas. L. McDowell. 
OTTAWA. 
Jas. J. Conway. 
Rector C. Hitt. 
PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 
PEORIA. 
John Flannery. 
Chas. A. Kimmet. 
Hon. C. V. Miles. 


L. O. Eagleton. 

Albert Huber. 

Kenworthy, Dietz, 
yay eet Harper 
& Senn 

Stafford, ‘Schoede & 
Stafford. 





SPRINGFIELD. 
W. W. Edwards. 
J. T. Garretson. 
Geo. B. & Geo. M. 

Gillespie. 

T. L. Jarrett. 
G. W. Murray. 
James Reilly. 
Harlington Wood 


STREATOR. 
G. H. Belford. 
Wm. H. Boys. 
Lloyd Painter. 


SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler. 
URBANA. 
W. G. Spurgin. 
WATSEKA. 
A. F. Goodyear. 
John P. Pallissard. 
Claude N. Saum. 
WAUKEGAN. 
John E. Conrad. 
Welch & Welch. 


WEST FRANKFORT. 
Frank E. Trobaugh. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R, Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 

ANDERSON. 

J. A. Van Osdal. 
AUBURN. 

P. V. Hoffman. 
BROOKVILLE. 

Cecil C. Tague. 
CAMBY. 

Mf it Rawlins. 
COLUMBUS. 

John  — 
CRAWFORDSVILLE. 

Benj. Crane. 
EAST CHICAGO. 

Walter Lopatka. 


ELKHART. 
Verne G. Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
EVANSVILLE. 
Funkhouser, Funke 
houser & Markel. 
Henry T. Harcin. 
H. W. Kamman. 
Welman & Darby 
FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Emrick & Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
FRANKFORT. 
Thos. M. Ryan. 


FRANKLIN. 

White & Owens. 
GARRETT. 

F. A. Nash. 
GARY. 

Leonard W. 
GOSHEN. 

A. S. Zook. 
GREENCASTLE. 

B. F. Corwin. 
GREENSBURG. 

John F. Goddard. 

Rollin A. Turner. 

Wickens & Osborn. 


HAMMOND. 
Bomberger, Peters 
& Northland. 

F. Crumpacker. 

E. G. Sproat. 
‘HUNTINGTON. 

Milo M. Feightner. 

Sumner Kenner, 


INDIANAPOLIS. 
James E. Bingham. 
Bingham & Bingham 
Clarence A. Call. 
Milton L. Clawson. 


Felker. 
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INDIANAPOLIS. 
Earl R. Conder. 
Charles E. Cox. 
Lehman & Faust. 
Que A. Forshan. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
Frank L. Glass. 
E. H. Iglehart. 
Frank L. Littleton. 
Newberger, Simon 

& Davis. 
Orbison & Olive. 
Emil C. Stroeh. 
Harold Taylor. 
W. W. Thornton. 
Jos. P. Turk. 

D. E. Watson. 
Geo. W. Young. 
INDIANA HARBOR. 
W. J. Murray. 

KNIGHTSTOWN. 
Newby & Newby. 

KNOX. 

Chas. H. Peters. 

KOKOMO. 

Bell & Kirkpatrick. 
Jos. C. Herron. 

LAFAYETTE. 
Gaylord & Sills. 
W. H. Parkinson. 
Chas. A. West. 

LAWRENCEBU RU. 
Estal G. Bielby. 

LOGANSPORT. 
Arthur & Arthur. 
Chas. E. Hale. 

MISHAWAKA. 
Enos E. Long. 

MUNCIE. 

Koons & ~ oe 
Orr & Clark 

NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 

NEW ALBANY. 
Geo. H. Hester. 
Geo. B. McIntyre. 


NORTH VERNON. 
Wm. Fitzgerald. 


PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 
RICHMOND. 

Gardner, Jessup, 


Hoelscher & 
White. : 

SOUTH BEND 

P. C. Fergus. 

Edwin H. Sommerer. 

Thad M. Talcott, Jr. 
SPENCER. 

I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 

A. C. Owens. 
TERRE HAUTE. 

Wm. T. Douthitt. 

Caldwell & Duff. 

Otis Cook. 

Ora D. Davis. 

J. @. Piz 

Williams & Moore. 
UNION CITY. 

Wm. W. Fowler. 
VINCENNES. 

Curtis G. Shake. 

J. P. L. Weems. 
WARSAW. 

L. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 
ALGONA. 
W. B. Quarton. 
BEDFORD. 
Flick & Flick. 
Frank Wisdom. 
Wm. M. Jackson. 





BOONE. 

Dyer, Jordan & 

er. 

BURLINGTON. 

LaMonte Cowles. 
CEDAR FALLS. 

J. B. Newman. 

Cc. M. Parker. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 

Rickel & Dennis. 

Redmond & Stewart. 
CHARLES CITY. 

J. C. Campbell. 
CLINTON. 

F. L. Holleran. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Tinley, Mitchell, 

Pryor & Ross. 

CRESTON. 

Kenneth H. Daven- 

port. 

DAVENPORT. 

Jas. W. Bollinger. 

Chas. Gilchrist. 
DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 
DES MOINES. 

Bowen & Alberson. 

O. M. Brockett. 

M. H. Cohen. 

Frank H. Dewey. 

Halloran & Starkey. 


Clyde Kirk. 

“ae” & Mul- 
vane 

Miller, , Riley 
& Stewart. 


Clinton L. Nourse. 

Oscar Strauss. 

Sullivan & Sulli- 

van. 

S. G. Van Auken. 

Geo. Wambach. 

Geo. A. Wilson. 
DUBUQUE. 

Robert W. Clewell, 

J. P. Frantzen. 

Kenline & Roedell. 
EMMETSBURG. 

McCarty & McCarty. 
ESTHERVILLE. 

F. J. Kennedy. 
FORT DODGE. 

Robert Healy. 

Hon. R. M. Wright. 
GREENFIELD. 

Frank B. Wilson. 
HAWARDEN. 

c. E. Gantt. 
HUMBOLDT. 

D. F. Coyle. 
INDIANOLA. 

Oo. C. Brown. 
a> CITY 

has. M. Dutcher. 

a PARK. 

W. J. Bock. 
LE MARS. 

P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 

F. M. Miles. 
LOGAN. 

Roy Havens. 
MANCHESTER. 

Cc. G. Yoran. 
MARION. 

F. L. Anderson. 
MARSHALLTOWN. 

E. N. Farber. 


Geo. C. White. 
NORTHW' 
Carl O. Gunderson. 
Thos. A. Kingland. 





OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt. 
H. B. McCoy. 

OTTUMWA. 

Wm. A. Hunt. 

POCAHONTAS. 
Hudson & Hudson. 

RED OAK. 

R. W. Beeson. 

ROCKWELL CITY. 
S. A. Frick. 


SHENANDOAH. 
Barl R. Ferguson. 
SIGOURNEY. 
Talley & Snaken- 
berg. 
SIOUX CITY. 
A. C. Hatt. 
Kass Bros. 
Ben I. Salinger, Jr. 
Sears, Snyder & 
Gleysteen. 
TAMA. 
J. W. Willett. 
TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 
TOLEDO. 
J. R. Caldwell. 
Cc. E. Walters. 
WATERLOO. 
Edwards, Longley, 
Ransier & Harris. 
WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 
WINTERSET. 
S. A. Hays. 


KANSAS. 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
Fred Hurd. 
Cc. L. Swarts. 
L. C. Brown. 
Faulconer & Wright 
BELOIT. 
R. M. Anderson. 
Cc. L. Kagey. 
Frank A. Lutz. 
BLUE RAPIDS. 
Cc. D. Smith. 
CHANUTE. 
James A. Allen. 
COFFEYVILLE. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 
COLUMBUS. 
I. N. Kuhn. 
COUNCIL GROVE. 
Edwin Anderson. 
ELLSWORTH 
Samuel E. ‘Bartlett. 
FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain. 
es. 
W. H. Edmundson. 
James N. Kennedy. 
HAYS 
E. C. Flood. 
HOXIE. 
Cc. L. Thompson. 
HUTCHINSON. 
Wm. H. Burnett. 
F. Dumont Smith. 
es eT 
. E. Van Tuyl. 
sameaine, 
R. C. Postlewaite. 
JUNCTION CITY. 
Humphrey & 
Humphrey. 
U. S. Weary. 
KANSAS CITY. 
Cc. O. Littick. 





KANSAS CITY. 
Hon. W. 


‘MeCamish. 

Hon. John T. Sims. 

Brady & Mellott 
KINGMAN 

H. E. Walter. 
LA CROSSE. 

H. L. Anderson. 
LAWRENCE. 

L. H. Menger. 
LEAVENWORTH. 

Floyd E. Harper, 

J. H. Wendorft. 
LIBERAL 

Vv. HE. Grinstead. 
LINCOLN. 

John J. McCurdy. 
MANKATO. 

Cc. Clyde Myers. 


MEDICINE LODGE. 
Noble, Tincher & 
Houck 
NEWTON 
Ezra Branine. 
RUSSELL. 
Oscar Ostrum. 
J. G Vogelsang. 
SALINA. 
Spencer, Buzick & 
Mulloy. 
J. A. Fleming. 
John H. Wilson. 
SCOTT CITY. 
Ed R. Bane. 
R. D. Armstrong. 
SEDAN. 
Carl Ackarman. 
ST. JOHN. 
Robert Garvin. 
SMITH CENTER. 
L. C. Uhl & Son. 
TOPEKA. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 
D. R. Hite. 
A. M. Thomas. 
WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA, 
John W. Adams. 
Campbell & Camp- 
bell. 
E. L. Foulke. 
Geo. Gardner. 
Houston & Brooks. 
Benj. F. Hegler. 
Chester I. Long. 
J. C. Shearman. 
I. H. Stearns. 
Vermilion, Evans, 
Carey & Lilleston. 
Thos. C. Wilson. 
WINFIELD. 
8S. C. Bloss, 
A. M. Jackson. 


KENTUCKY. 


HLAND. 

Frank C. Malin. 

Mont Walker. 

John W. Woods. 
BARDSTOWN. 

Nat W. Halstead. 
COVINGTON. 

James M. Roberson. 
DIXON. 

Bourland & Black- 

well. 

FRANKLIN. 

W. R. Peebles. 


L. Porter. 
HICKMAN, 
Stanley D. 
bridge. 


Stem- 
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HYDEN. 
Cleon K. Calvert. 
LEXINGTON. 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Wm. C. G. Hobbs, 
Geo. R. Hunt. 
Shelby, Northcutt & 
Shelby. 
LOUISVILLE. 
S. A. Anderson. 
James P. Brown. 
William B. Eagles. 
H. B. Fleece. 
Wm. F. Clarke, Jr. 
Clarence Dallam. 
P. Herbert Spencer. 
Henry J. Stites. 
Morton K. Yonts. 
Beckham Over- 
street. 
MADISONVILLE. 
Gordon, Gordon & 
Moore. 
MANCHESTER. 
A. T. W. Manning. 
MAYSVILLE. 
Hon. A. M. J 
Cochran. 
Stanley Reed. 
MIDDLESBORO. 
John Howard, 
MOREHEAD. 
W. B. Proctor. 
MORGANFIELD. 
Allen, Harris & Al- 
len. 
a eg 
N. T. Howard. 
MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams. 
OWENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
Albert B. Oberst. 
PADUCAH. 
Hon. Wm. Reed. 
PIKEVILLE. 
S. Marion Cecil. 
RICHMOND. 
John Noland. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
Ss. R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMSBURG. 
Rose & Pope. 
H. H. Tye. 
LOUISIANA. 
ALEXANDRIA. 
J. W. Hawthorne. 
BATON ROUGE. 
R. L. Tullis. 
COVINGTON. 
B. M. Miller. 


CROWLEY. : 
_Claude L. Chappius. 


Paul Kramer. 
FRANKLINTON. 

Ott & Johnson. 
LEESVILLE. 

Cc. E. Hardin. 
MINDEN. 

L. K. Watkins. 
MORGAN CITY. 

Chas. L. Wise. 
NEW ORLEANS. 

Caffery, Quintero, 

Gidiere & Brumby. 

Nicholas G. Carbajal. 

Carroll & Carroll. 

Dart & Kernan. 

J. C. Davey. 

Farrar, Goldburg & 

ufour. 
Foster, Milling, Saal 
& Milling. 
Lewis R. Graham. 





NEW ORLEANS. 
E. H. McCaleb. 
Chas. J. Rivet. 
McCloskey & Bene- 
t. 


dict. 
Richard B. 
gomery 
John F. ‘Tobin. 
RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 
SHREVEPORT. 
Thatcher & Welsh. 
WHITE CASTLE. 
Joseph Nicolosi. 


MAINE. 


BELFAST. 

Ralph I. Morse. 
BIDDEFORD, 

Hon. Geo. L. Emery. 
CALAIS. 

Ashley St. Clair. 
CORNISH, 

Walter P. Perkins. 
FOXCROFT. 

Cc. W. Hayes. 
GORHAM. 

J. A. Waterman. 
LEWISTON. 

J. G. Chabot, 
MADISON. 

c. O. Small. 
PORTLAND. 

John T. Fagan. 

Hon. Clarence Hale. 

D. A. Meaher. 

Harry E. Nixon. 

Frank W. Robinson, 

H. P. Sweetser. 
ee a ISLE. 

W. R. Roix. 
RUMFORD. 

Albert Beliveau. 
WATERVILLE. 

Chas. W. Atchley. 
WESTBROOK. 

Wm. Lyons. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Henry Baker. 
Walter L. Clark. 
Hon. John J. Dobler. 
Chas. F. Harley. 
Hon. Chas. W. Heuis- 

ler. 

John Hinkley. 
Chas. M. Howard. 
Edwin C. Irelan. 


Mont- 


John al Skeen. 


CAMBRIDGE. 

J. W. S. Cochrane. 
BEL ATR. 

Philip H. Close. 
DENTON. 

T, A. Goldsborough. 
HAGERSTOWN 

C. A. Little. 

Albert J. Long. 

Elias B. Hartle. 

J. Augustine Mason. 

Leon R. Yourtee. 
HYATTSVILLE. 

James C. Waters, 

Jr. 

PRINCE FREDERICK. 

John P. Briscoe. 
SALISBURY. 

F. Leonard Wailes. 
WESTERNPORT. 

Horace P. Whit- 

worth. 





MASSACHUSETTS. 
ADAMS. 

Edwin K. McPeck. 
BOSTON. 

Frank W. Grinnell. 

Albert Levitt. 

J. W. Pickering. 

S. K. Hamilton. 

Adolph M. Schwarz. 


BRADFORD. 
Wilbert F. Barrett. 


BROOKLINE. 

Alfred D. Chandler. 

Edwin A. Krauthoff. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
FITCHBURG. 

John F. McGrath. 
LAWRENCE. . 

Wm. C. & E. J. Ford. 
LOWELL. 

John J. Pickman., 
LYNN. 

J. W. Santry. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 


WORCHESTER. 
Wm. C. Mellish. 
Chas. T. Tatman. 


MICHIGAN. 

ALPENA, 

I. S. Canfield. 
ANN ARBOR. 

M. J. Cavanaugh. 

Frank B. De Vine. 
BATTLE CREEK. 

Ira A. Beck. 

J. L. Hooper. 

Burritt Hamilton. 

John L. Mechem. 


BENTON HARBOR. 
Geo. W. Bridgman. 
CALUMET, 
Galbreath & McCor- 
mick. 
DETROIT. 
Chas. L. Bartlett. 
Bishop & Kilpatrick. 
Black & Black. 
Chas. F. Carney. 
Cc. J. Cole. 
Sidney S. Cole. 
Jos. H. Clark. 
E. S. ee 
R. M. Conn 
Crandell & Tinkham. 
John G. Cross. 
D. B. Duffield. 
Carl B. Grawn. 
Henderson, Connolly 
& Henderson. 

Wm. L. January. 
Keena, Lightner, Ox- 
toby & Hanley. 

Henry J. Kent. 

Wm. O'Neill Kron- 
ner. 

Fred A. Lehman. 

B. J. Lincoln. 

James McNamara. 

Harold R. Martin. 

Sidney T. Miller. 

I. M. F. Morgan. 

Paul Oren. 

J. Lawrence Prim- 
rose. 

Wm. S. Sayres, Jr. 

Newman Smith. 

Royal F. Sweet. 

Walters & Walters. 

Martin J. Wana- 


maker. 
Walter S. Wheeler. 
Whyte & Beyer. 
Don D. Williams. 
Ford M. Yokom. 
ESCANABA. 
H. J. Rushton. 





FLINT. 
Brownell, 
& Gault. 
Van Benschoten & 
Millard. 
Carton, Roberts & 
Stewart. 
GRAND HAVEN. 
Walter I. Lillie, 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Frank I. Blake. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Hon, Reuben Hatch. 
Dorr Kuizema. 
Charles H. Lillie. 
Hon. Clarence W. 
Sessions. 
IRON RIVER. 
Fred F. Murphy. 
ITHACA. 
John W. Myers. 
JACKSON. 
John A. Dahlem. 
F. M. Freeman. 
KALAMAZOO. 
Cc. S. Carney. 
L’ANSE. 
Hon. J. J. O’Connor. 
LANSING. 
Harry E. Hooker. 
Dean M. Kelley. 
Hon. J. W. Stone. 
MARQUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 
MUNISING. 
Richard E. O’Brien. 
OWOSSO. 
Miner & Miner. 
PAW PAW. 
A. Lynn Free, 
PONTIAC. 
Pelton & McGee. 


McBride 


Robert J. Curry. 


ST. JOHN’S, 
Wm. M. Smith. 


MINNESOTA, 


ARGYLE. 

E. A. Brekke. 

BAGLEY. 

Oscar T. Stenvick. 

BARNESVILLE. 
Curtis H. Pomeroy. 

BEMIDJI. 

Chas. W. Scrutchin, 

BLUE EARTH. 

D. L. Morse. 

BRECKINRIDGE. 
Lewis E. Jones. 

CAMBRIDGE. 
Godfrey G. Good- 

win. 

CHISHOLM. 

Alger R. Syme. 

DULUTH. 

F. T. Cuthbert. 
John G. Williams. 
Washburn, Bailey & 

Mitchell. 

FAIRMONT. 

Albert R. Allen. 

FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 

GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 

HILL CITY. 

Fred W. Allin. 

oat tak FALLS. 

A. H. Vernon. 

MINNEAPOLIS. 
Rome G, Brown. 
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MINNEAPOLIS. 
Andrew A. Bruce, 
Hon. Wilbur F. 

Booth. 
Davis & Michel. 
Trafford N. Jayne. 


F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Finney. 
Fowler, Schmitt, 
Carlson & Fur- 
ona 
M. M. Joyce. 


John J. Martin. 
Jas. F. McNeely 
A. C. Middlestadt. 
Edward Nelson. 
Joss & Ohmann. 
E. A. Prendergast. 
Noel Sargent. 
James D. Shearer. 
Edw. Tenner. 
Paul J. Thompson. 
NEW PRAGUE. 
E. W. Komarek. 
ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 
ST. PAUL. 
Alf. E. Boyeson. 
Pierce Butler. 
Davis, Severance & 
Olds. 
Donald S. Doty. 
Milton P. Firestone. 
G. Loevinger. 
.. A. Oberg. 
O'Malley. 
i Ww. Phillips. 
Edward P. Sanborn. 
Ambrose Tighe. 
Essie W. Williams. 
John W. Willis. 
F. 2 ee 
WARR 
Sulive ‘ Olson. 
WASECA. 
John Moonan., 
WINONA. 
Brown, Abbott & 
msen. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 

W. H. Clifton. 

G,. J. Leftwich. 
BROOKHAVEN. 

T. Brady, Jr. 

P. Z. Jones. 
CORINTH. 

W. C. Sweat. 
FULTON. 

James M. Brown. 
eo 

R. B. Campbell. 

GULFPORT. 

Chas. Scott Brown. 

R. C. Cowan. 

Wm. E. Estopinal. 

John L. Heiss. 
GREENWOOD. 

R. C. McBee. 

Whittington & Os- 

born. 

HATTIESBURG. 

Currie & Smith. 

T. C. Hannah. 
JACKSON. 

E. L. Trenholm, 

Hon. G. Garland 


ell. 
H. Thompson. 


LEXINGTON. 
E. F. _ 
NATCHE 
A. H. Diekatesain, 
OKOLONA. 
R. J. West. 





PASCAGOULA. 
Chas. E. Chidsey. 


POPLARVILLE. 
Marion Morse. 


a 
T. J. Wills. 


RICHTON. 
E. C. Fishel. 


SHELBY. 
Thos. G. Jordan. 


TUPELO. 

W. D. Anderson. 

Robins & Thomas. 
veuee URG. 

G. — 

z L. D : 

N. Vick. Robbins. 
WIGGINS. 

W. C. Batson. 
WOODVILLE. 

D. C. Bramlette, Jr. 

Ackland H. Jones. 


MISSOURL 


BROOKFIELD. 

H. J. West. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

L. A. Chapman. 
COLLINS. 

W. H. Plaster. 
CRANE. 

J. William Cook. 
FESTUS. 

Albert S. Ennis. 
GENTRY. 

W. F. Seevers. 
HARRISONVILLE. 

J. R. Nicholson. 

W. D. Summers. 
HOUSTON. 

Barton & Impey. 
Robert Lamar. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
John H. Hardin. 

I. A. Smith. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 

Pope & Lohman. 
JOPLIN. 

J. C. Ammerman. 
KANSAS CITY. 

Henry D. Ashley. 

Murat Boyle. 

Edwin Camack, 


J. W. Dana. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fen- 
lon. 

Krauthoff, McClin- 


tock & Quant. 
Elliott H. Jones. 
Thad. B. Landon. 
Clement A. Lawler. 
W. H. H. Piatt. 
Grant I. Rosen- 
zweig. 
Cc. E. Small. 
Sam Sparrow. 
Warner, Dean, Mc- 
Leod & Lang- 
worthy. 
KIRKSVILLE. 
Ss. W. Mills. 
LEBANON. 
A. W. Curry. 
Phil M. Donnelly. 


MARYVILLE. 
Richard L. “McDoug- 


MEMPHIS. 
Hon. W. M. Petten- 
gill. 


MEXICO. 
W. W. Fry, Jr. 





MOBERLY. 

Hunter & Chamier. 
NEOSHO. 

Leo H. Johnson. 

L. D. Rice. 


PLATTE CITY. 
Jas, H. Hull. 
POPLAR BLUFF. 
Abington & Abing- 
ton. 
David W. Hill. 
RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 
ST. JOSEPH. 
Geo. W. Groves, 
ST. LOUIS. 
Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 
Clarence A. Barnes. 
Arnim C. Beste. 
P. Taylor Bryan. 
Boyle & Priest. 
Carter, Collins & 
Jones. 
Cobbs & Logan. 
N._C. Collier. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Marion C. Early. 
F. H. Eschman. 
W. F. Evans. 
Forrest G. Ferris. 
> A. Frank. 
Cc. Fisher. 
Second Greens- 
felder. 
Claud D. Hall. 
Virgil Harris. 
Chas. M. Hay. 
Richard A. Jones. 
Jones, Hocker, 
Sullivan & Angert. 
Judson, Green & 
Henry. 
Wm. Young Key. 
Chester H. Krum. 
J. F. Lee. 
F. W. Lehmann. 
P. P. Mason. 
Walter H. Nohl. 
John J. O’Brien. 
Paul T. Phiambolis. 
Muench, Walther & 
Muench. 
A. H. Robbins. 
Luther E. pmith. 
Arthur Stahl. 
T. J. Sweazea. 
D. Upthegrove. 
John C. Vaughn. 
Percy Werner. 
Edw. J. White. 
H. C. Whitehill. 
Hon. Jas. E, With- 
row. 
Tvrrell Williams 
Pleasant V. Wilson. 
SALEM. 
G. C. Dalton. 
SAVANNAH. 
Booher & 
Williams. 
SENATH. 
W. G. Bray. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
John H. Bradley. 
Hamlin & Hamlin. 
TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash. 
TRENTON. 
TR —_ Hubbell. 


L. Sutton. 
VAN TRUREN. 
Garry H. Yount. 
MONTANA. 


BILLINGS. 
Collins. Campbell & 
ood. 





BILLINGS. 
E. E. Enterline. 


Grimstad & Brown. 


R. O. Lunke. 

Nichols & Wilson. 
BUTTE. 

J. E. Healy. 

H. A. Tyvand. 
FORSYTH. 

Geo. A. Horkan. 
GLENDIVE. 

Desmond J. O'Neil. 
GREAT FALLS. 

D. W. Doyle. 

George E. Hurd. 

E. A. Lohrke. 

McKenzie & 

McKenzie. 

HAMILTON. 

R. A. O’Hara. 
HAVRE. 

H. S. Kline. 
HELENA. 

Wm. Scallon, 


‘KALISPELL. 


W. T. McKeown. 

Hans Walchi. 
LEWISTON. 

Edgar G. Worden. 

E. K. Cheadle. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Albert F. Allen. 

Miller & O’Connor. 
MELSTONE. 

J. P. P. Healy. 


4 Loud. 

S. D. McKinnon. 

Sharpless Walker. 
PHILIPSBURG. 

W. L. Brown. 
ROUNDUP. 


Thos. J. Mathews. 


NEBRASKA. 


ALLIANCE. 

nee B E. Gantz. 
ans 

M. F. _— 

BEAVER CITY. 

Lambe & Butler. 
BROKEN BOW. 

N. T. Gadd. 


CHADRON. 
A. G. Fisher. 


Louis Lightner. 


DAVID CITY. 
B. A. Coufal. 
DAKOTA. 


George W. Leamer. 


FAIRBURN. 

J. C. Hartigan. 
FALLS CITY. 

R. C. James. 
FREMONT. 
Abbott, Rohn & 

Robins. 
GRAND ISLAND. 

Arthur C. Mayer. 
HARTINGTON. 

B. voor od 
HOLDR 

W. A. weit. 
IMPERIAL. 

P. W. Scott. 
KEARNEY. 
H. M. Sinclair. 
KIMBALL. 

Torgerson & 

Higgins. 
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LINCOLN. 


T. J. Doyle. 
E. J. Hainer. 


MINDEN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 
MONOWI. 
M. T. Post. 
NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 
OMAHA. 
Baker & Ready. 
Hon. Arthur E. 
Baldwin. 
Byron Clark. 
Crofoot, — & 
Connoll 
De La Matre & De 
La Matre. 
= Fisher. 
A. C. Kennedy. 
;. P. Palmer, 
James E. Rait. 
Warren Switzler. 
Weaver & Giller. 
Arthur R. Wells. 
PAPILLION. 
H. A. Collins. 
PIERCE. 
M. H. Leamy. 
RISING CITY. 
Elwood S. Jones. 
RUSHVILLE. 
Hon. W. H. West- 
over. 
SCHUYLER. 
George W. Wertz. 
SEWARD. 
R. R. Mastin. 
STOCKVILLE. 
L. H. Cheney. 
WEST POINT. 
oO. C. Anderson. 
YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


REN®. 
Geo. S, Brown. 
Hermon R. Cooke. 
James D. Finch. 
Robert Lewers. 
Samuel Platt. 
TONOPAH. 
Herman R. Cooke. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker. 
CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 
Hon. R. E. Walker. 
LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 
LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 
MANCHESTER. 
Warren, Howe & 
Wilson. 
Hon. R. J. Peaslee. 
ROCHESTER. 
Leslie P. Snow. 
WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 

ATLANTIC CITY. 

U. G. Styron. 
BRIDGETON. 

Le Roy W. Loder. 
ELIZABETH. 

Hon. hang J. David. 
HOBO 

oe ¥ Peak 





JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 
Hartshorne, Insley & 

Vreeland: 

MORRISTOWN. 
George G. Runyon. 
Cc. F. Wilson. 

NEWARK. 

Claude D. Graton. 
James A. Harmon. 

SHREWSBURY. 
Theodore D. Par- 

sons 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMAGORDO. 
Lee R. York. 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

Cc. M. Botts. 

O. N. Marron. 

Geo. C. Taylor. 

John Venable. 
a SUMNER. 

H. R.: Parsons. 

RATON. 

H. L. Bickley. 

J. Leahy. 

oO. N. Phillips. 
ROSWELL. . 

Reid & Hervey. 
SANTA FE. 

Colin Neblett. 

H. F. Raynolds. 
SILVER CITY. 

Raymond R. Ryan 

F. W. Vellacott, 
TUCUMCARI. 

James L. Briscoe. 


NEW YORK. 


BROOKLYN. 

Hugo Hirsch. 

Jos. Lampiase. 
BUFFALO. 

August Becker. 

M. F. Dirnberger. 

Adelbert Moot. 
JAMESTOWN. 

Mott & Ottoway. 
NEW HAMBURG. 

Everett P. Wheeler. 
NEW YORK. 

Alfonso Bivona. 

Geo. Chase. 

Henry B. Gayley. 

N. T. Guernsey. 

David T. Davis. 

Ernest P. Kepple. 

K. R. Owen. 

Geo. Urquhart. 

Frank V. Whiting. 

Cc. L. Williamson. 
SYOSSET. 

BE. L. Winthrop, Jr. 
SYRACUSE, 

D. A. Pierce. 
VERBANK. 

E. A. Ames. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ASHEVILLE. 

Louis M, Bourne, 

Mark W. Brown. 

Martin, ae & 

Wrigh 

Duff med ick. 

McKinley Pritchard. 
CHARLOTTE. 

Marvin L. Ritch. 
DURHAM. 

Wm. G. Bramham. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 

Q. K. Nimock. 
HIGH POINT. 

Roberson & Dalton. 





KANNAPOLIS. 

Otis A. Minton. 
LILLINGTON. 

J. R. Baggett. 
MADISON. 

Junius C. Brown. 
MARION. 

J. W. Pleas. 
NEWBERN. 

A. D. Ward. 
RALEIGH. 

Murray Allen. 
SHELBY. 

Ryburn & Hoey. 
SPARTA. 

Geo. Cheek. 
SWAN QUARTER. 
Cc. B. Spencer. 

TROY. 
Chas. A. Armstrong. 
WAKE FOREST. 
BE. W. Timberlake, 
Jr. 
WALLACE. 

Geo. R. Ward. 
WILMINGTON. 
Thos. W. Davis. 
Isaac C. Wright. 
WINSTON SALEM. 
Burton Craige. 

S. Clay Williams. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
BEACH 

R. F. “Gallagher. 
BISMARCK. 

Benton Baker, 
DEVIL’S LAKE. 

Arthur R. Smythe. 
FESSENDEN. 

B. F. Whipple. 


_ FARGO. 


Francis X. Kirsch. 

Lawrence & Murphy. 

Hon. Augustus Rob- 

erts. 

GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs. 

Svenbjorn Johnson. 

W. A. McIntyre. 
HATTON. 

Chas. A. Lyche. 
HETTINGER. 

Frank T. Lembke. 
JAMESTOWN. 

Cc. S. Buck. 

F. G. Kneeland. 

Oscar J, Seiler. 
LANG. 

. Fletcher. 

vam ORE. 

Sam J. Radcliffe. 
LISBON. 

Hugo P. Remington. 
MANDAN. 
B. W. Shaw. 
MINOT. 

John E. Greene. 

F. J. Funke. 
McCLUSKY. 

Frank I. Temple. 
MOTT. 

Jacobsen & Murray. 
PORTAL 

c. H. 
RHAME. 

J. W. Lee, 


TOWNER. 
Albert Weber. 

TURTLE LAKE. 

Cc. fo Pome 


CITY. 
W. E. Grantham. 
H. Winterer. 


Marshall. 


Vv. 








———— _— 


WILLISTON. 
John J. Murphy & 
Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO. 
AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
Dayton A, Doyle. 


ASHTABULA. 
Sheldon & Rinto. 
BELLAIRE. 

Cc. C. Sedgwick. 

Fred Spriggs. 
BELLEFONTAINE. 

W. Clay Huston. 
BRYAN. 

David A. Webster. 
CANTON. 

Austin Lynch, 
CINCINNATI. 

Bettinger, Schmitt 
& Kreis. 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 

Henry Baer. 

Johnson & Levy. 

Chas. B. Smith. 

CINCINNATI. 

Jas. B. Swing. 

Hon, J. W. Warring- 
ton. 

CLEVELAND. 

Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 

Boyd, Cannon, 
Brooks & Wick- 
ham. 

Geo. B. Marty. 

Kangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. L. Johnson, 

as P. L. A. Leigh- 


ey. 
J. H. Orgill. 
Payer, Winch, Min- 
shall & Karch. 
H. G. Schaibly. 
COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
James M. Hengst. 
CONNEAUT. 
J. E. Helman. 

R. E. Mygatt. 
CUYAHOGA FALLS. 
W. H. Keenan. 

DAYTON. 
Frank S. Breene. 
W. S. McCon- 
naughey. 
EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 
EAST PALESTINE. 
L. M. Kyes. 
ELYRIA. 
D. J. Nye. 
Frank Wilford. 
FINDLAY. 
Wm. F, Duncan. 
F. E. Hurley. 
HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 


Wayne L. Elkins. 
R. Johnson. 


LIMA, 
D. J. Cable. 
Jas. W. Halfhill. 
LISBON. 
Billingsley, Moore & 
Van Fossan. 


LONDON. 
R, H. McCloud. 
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MARIETTA, 
A. A. Schramm, 
Cc. C. Middleswart. 


MARION. 
Hon, G. E. Mouser. 
Scofield, Durfee & 
Scofield. 


MONTPELIER. 

W. H. Shinn. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey &. Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 
ST. CLAIRSVILLE. 
Earl R. Lewis. 
SANDUSKY. 

E. B. King. 
SIDNEY. 

J. D. Barnes. 

Chas. C. Hall. 

Chas C. Marshall. 
are. 

c. Link. 
Paul Cc. Martin. 
W. M. Rockel. 


TOLEDO. 
John P. Delphey. 
Geo. P. Hahn. 
Holbrook. Banker & 
Lewis. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
John Schlatter. 
Jacobson & Sayles. 
John O'Leary. 
VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn, 
WASHINGTON, C. H. 
Thos. S. Maddox. 
WAUSEON. 

Paxson & Canfield. 
WE arnse. 

W. F. Lones. 

W. E. O'Grady. 
YOUNGSTOWN. 

Thos. E. Antonelli. 
ZANESVILLE. 

Cc. T. Marshall. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 
B. H. Epperson. 


AFTON. 

Cc. P. Fillebrown. 
ANADARKO. 

Cc. H. Carswell. 
ARDMORE. 

H. A. Ledbetter. 

J. B. Moore. 

Guy H. Sigler. 
BARTLESVILLE. 

Hayes McCoy. 
BOISE CITY. 

Hon. BE. B. McMahon 
BRISTOW. 

W. L. Cheatham. 
CEB Tym, 


w. 
CLAREMORE 
Cc. B. Holtzendorfr. 

DRUMRIGHT. 
Frank Hickman, 
Fred A. Wagoner. 
D 
J. R. Hannah. 
Hatchet” & Fergu- 
son. 
Chas. E. McPherren. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 
W. E. Utterback. 
ELK CITY. 
J. M. Bishop. 
EL RENO. 
Cc. O. Blake. 


Peterson. 


GROV 
Ad v Coppedge. 


HOLDENVILLE. 
W. B. Toney. 


sy 
K. Cunningham. 
MRF 
L. C. Counts. 
A. C. Markley. 
MEDFORD. 
Cc. S. Ingersoll. 


I, 
Horace B. Durant. 


MUSKOGEE. 
Thos. F. Crosby. 
J. B. Furry. 
Chas. A. Moon. 
Geo. S. Ramsey. 
Malcolm E. Rosser. 
NEWKIRK. 
T. J. Sargent. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 
E. L. Fulton. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Hon, J. B. A. 
Robertson. 
Vv. E. McInnis. 
Stuart, Cruce & 
Cruce. 


OKMULGEE. 

Chas. A. Dickson. 
PAWHUSKA. 

Leahy & Macdonald. 

Preston A. Shinn. 
PONCA CITY. 

Louthan & Carter. 
SAPULPA. 

Ss. S. Lawrence. 
TALAGO. 

W. P. Hickok. 
TECUMSEH. 

Clarence Robison. 


Carroll & Mason. 

Geo. W. Reeves. 
VINITA., 

Jess L. Ballard. 
WAGONER. 

Cc. E. Castle. 
WALTERS, 

Amil H. Japp. 

J. Lon Sawyer. 
WOODWARD. 

W. A. Briggs. 

Sherman M. Smith. 
YALE. 

W. O. Croy. 





OREGON. 
ALBANY. 


Gale S. Hill. 
. R. Wyatt. 


nnn 

J. W. Biggs. 
CANYON CITY. 

Geo. H. Cattanach. 
CONDON. 

ae Me Weinke. 
ELGIN. 

L. Denham. 
ee. 

D. W. Sheahan. 

A. S. Cooley. 
GLENDALE. 

Oliver S. Brown, 
HEPPNER. 
Cc. L. Sweek. 
LA GRANDE. 
H. EB. Dixon. 
MARSHFIELD. 





E. Lothard McClure. 


MYRTLE POINT. 
Cc. H. Giles. 


NORTH BEND. 
Arthur H. Derby- 
shire. 


OREGON CITY. 

Cc. D. & D.C. 

Latourette, 

PENDLETON. 

Raley & Raley. 
PORTLAND. 

W. C. Bristol. 

Thos. G. Greene. 

D. C. Lewis. 

John McCourt. 

Sanderson Reed. 

Isham N. Smith. 

J. O. Stearns. 
PRINEVILLE. 

N. G. Wallace. 
ROSEBURG. 

B. L. Eddy. 
SALEM. 

John H. Carson. 

P. J. Kuntz. 
VALE. 

Geo. E. Davis. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


ALTOONA. 
W. E. Mackey. 
Robt. A. Henderson. 
BUTLER. 
Thomas O. Cratty. 
CHARLEROI. 
Hugh E. Fergus. 
CHESTER. 
Wm. B. Northam. 
CLEARFIELD. 
Hon. Singleton Bell. 
DU BOIS. 
L. D. McCall. 
FRANKLIN. 
Geo. S. Criswell, Jr. 
HARRISBURG. 
Wm. Jenkins Wil- 
cox. 
HERSHEY. 
John E. Snyder. 
HOLLIDAYSBURG. 
Hon. Thos. J. Bald- 
ridge. 
JOHNSTOWN. 
Hon, F. J. O'Connor. 
LEBANON. 
Col. J. M. Shindel. 
LEWISBURG. 
H. M. McClure. 
NEWCASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 
OIL CITY. 
H. C. Dorworth, 
PHILADELPHIA. 
Thos. J. Laffey. 
W. A. Melcher. 
Walter George 
Smith. 





L. N. Sharpe. 

Wm. Jay Turner. 
PHILIPSBURG. 

M. W. Fleming. 
PITTSBURGH. 
Homer Adams. 
W. Clyde Grubbs. 
POTTSVILLE. 

J. A. Noecker. 
SCRANTON. 

W. J. Fitzgerald. 
SUNBURY. 

Cc. M. Clement. 
UNIONTOWN. 
Harry W. Byrne. 





Carr & Carr. 


WASHINGTON. 

Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 
WAYNE. 

Chas. Howson. 
WILKES-BARRE. 

Miss Sophia O’Hara. 
WILLIAMSPORT 

Mortimer C. Rhone. 
YORK. 

Walter B. Hays. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. F 


SAN JUAN. 
Luis Munoz Morales. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cahill. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Fred Rueckert. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

ALLENDALE. 

J. Henry Johnson. 

ANDERSON. 

Cc. B. Earle. 
H. C. Miller. 
T. Frank Watkins. 

BISHOPVILLE. 

Cc. B. Ruffin. 

BLACKVILLE. 

A. H. Ninestein. 

CHARLESTON. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
John I. Cosgrove. 
Wm. H. Grimball. 


CHESTER. 
Robt. B. Caldwell. 
M. L. Marion. 


COLUMBIA. 

Barron, McKay, 
Frierson & Mc- 
Cants. 

Edw. L. Craig. 

Jas. H. Fowles. 

Clinton T. Graydon. 

R. Y. Kibler. 

Frank G. Tompkins. 

Hon. G, Duncan 
Bellinger. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 
DARLINGTON. 
E. C. Dennis. 
E. O. Woods. 
DILLON. 
L. B. Haselden, 
M. C. Moore. 
W. H. Muller. 
FLORENCE. 
Arrowsmith, Mul- 
drow, Bridges & 
Hicks. 
GAFFNEY. 
R. A. Dobson. 
GREENVILLE. 
Julia D. Charles. 
Haynsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
B. F. Martin. 
B. F. Perry, Jr. 
Wm. G. Sirrine. 
LAURENS. 
A. C. Todd. 
McCORMICK. 
W. K. Charles, 
NEWBERRY. 
Geo. B. Cromer. 
Neal W. Workman. 
PICKENS. 











McSwain & Craig. 


XUM 


MANILA. 4 





SNR: 


F 
BH 
L 
J 
M 
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RIDGELAND. 

H. Klugh Purdy. 
SALUDA. 

Cc. J. Ramage. 
ST. GEORGE 


St. Clair Muckenfuss. 


SPARTANBURG. 
Cornelius Otts. 
Brown & Boyd. 
Carson & Tinley. 
J. W. Mansfield. 
Cc. E. Daniel. 

SUMTER. 

§ Lee & Moise. 

Shepard K. Nash. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. F. Corrigan. 
Amos N. Goodman. 
G. N, Williamson. 


BELLE FOURCHE. 
7 M. Simons. 
Cc. P. Seward. 
BROOKINGS. 
M. a Culhane. 
BURK 


CHAMBERLAIN. 
E. R. Slifer. 
— LAKE. 
W. Knight. 
DEADWOOD. 
John R. Russell. 
DELL RAPIDS. 
Krause & Krause. 
GETTYSBURG. 
Robert B. Fisk. 
: HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 
Chas. P. Warren. 
LAKE ANDES. 
R. C. Baker. 
LEAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 
John oo 
MITCHE 
Herbert! E. Hitch- 
cock, 
NEWELL. 
O. E. oe 
PIERR 
Hon. Cnas. E. De- 
Land. 
PHILIP. 





Philip & Waggoner. 


PLANKINGTON. 
Donald Fellows. 
RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Albert R. Denu. 
Geo. A. Jeffers. 
Chas. A. Nystrom. 
SALEM. 
H. Van Ruschen. 
SIOUX FALLS. 
F. R, Aikens. 
Chas. P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
U. S. G. Cherry. 
John C. Mundt. 
R. W. Parliman, 
WATERTOWN. 
Frank S. Kremer. 
Hanten, Hanten & 


F Hasche & 


James G. McFarland. 


Mather & Stover. 
WEBSTER. 

P. W. Dougherty. 
YANKTON. 

Eldon Ww. Clark. 

Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Will F. Chamblee. 
John A. Chambliss. 
John H. Early. 


XUM 


Hon. _ A. Davis. 





Fleming & Shepherd. 
Floyd Wstill. 
Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Cc. S. Littleton. 
Felix D. Lynch. 
Spears & Spears. 
J. Read Voigt. 
Jos. V. Williams. 
COLUMBIA. 
Thos. H. Peebles, 
GALLATIN. 
D 


JOHNSON CITY. 
H. G. Morison. 
KINGSPORT. 
Thos. A. Dodson. 
F. J. Heazel. 
KNOXVILLE. 
Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Thos. L. Carty. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
Roy H. Beeler. 
Harley G. Fowler. 
Robt. M. Jones. 
Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
nedy & Cate. 
Smith, Word & An- 
derson. 
LAFAYETTE. 
J. M. McDonald. 
MEMPHIS. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Allen Hughes. 
Wright & Wright. 
MI 


LAN. 

J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE. 

R. * C. Howell. 

Ww. Lawrence. 

Hon> ‘Jos. Cc. Higgins. 

W. E. Norvell. 
NEWBERN. 

John M. Drane. 
WINCHESTER. 

Arthur Crownover. 


TEXAS. 


ABILENE 

R. C. Chambers. 

Dallas Scarborough. 
AMARILLO. 

J. V. Guleke. 

Cc. B. Reeder, Jr. 

P. R. Underwood. 
ANGLETON. 

A. E. Masterson. 
AUSTIN. 

T. H. McGregor. 

Hon. Ireland Graves. 

N. A, Stedman. 

Ike D. White. 
BEAUMONT. 

L. J. Benckenstein. 

A. Ludlow Calhoun. 

John M. Conley. 

Smith % Crawford. 
BEEVIL 

Jas. Re Dieser. 
BOWIE. 

Hon. Homer B. 


Latham. 
BRECKINRIDGE. 
G. O. Bateman. 
J. Webster Darden. 
A. L. Green. 
BROWNSVILLE. 
Jas, A. Graham. 
Ira Webster. 
BUFFALO. 
John A. Newsom. 
—————- 
Gillis. 


Hon. W. G. 
CLEBURNE. 

Walker & Baker. 
CORPUS CHRISTI. 

Robert W. Stayton. 
CORSICANA. 

W. A. Tarver. 





DALHART. 
A. W. Schlofman. 
Tatum & Strong. 


DALLAS. 
Ww. S. Bramlett. 
R. V. Davidson. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Harry P, Lawther. 
A. H. McKnight. 
Seay, Seay, Malone & 
Lipscomb. 
U. F. Short. 
M. W. Townsend. 
DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 
EASTLAND. 
J. M. Ferrell. 
EL PASO. 
A. R. Burges. 
Dyer, Croom & 
Jones. 


J. A. Richardson. 
J. u. Stewarr. 
Turner, Culwell, 
Holliday & Pol- 
lard. 
FT. WORTH. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
Lee, Lomax & Smith. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 
GALVESTON. 
John L. Darrouzet. 
James W. Wayman. 
James B. & Charles 
J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams. 
GREENVILL 
Crosby & ovat. 
HAMILTON. 
P. M. Rice. 


J. 
HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E. Tompkins. 
HOUSTON. 
Cole & Cole. 
Harry W. Freeman. 
R. W. Greene. 
D. Edward Greer. 
Harris & Harris. 
H. E. Kahn. 
Hon. T. J. Lawhon. 
B. F. Louis. 
J. W. Lockett. 
John W. Parker. 
J. H. Tallichet. 
Otto Taub. 
LAREDO. 
Asher R. Smith. 
LINDEN 
Wright Patman. 
LONGVIEW. 


F. H. Prendergast. 
ORANGE. 

E. S. McCarver. 
NEW BOSTON. 

L. R. Atkins. 
PALACIOS. 

W. C. Gray. 
PORT ARTHUR. 


RISING STAR. 
Guy Robertson. 

SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
Bickett & Bickett. 
Charles Dittmar. 
J. D. Dodson. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Hicks, Phelps, 

Dickson & Bobbitt 

oO. H. E. Kramer. 
Cc. R, McFarlane. 





SAN ANTONIO. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Walthall & 

Terrell. 
Geo. M. Thurmond. 

SAN ‘MARCOS. 

E. M. Cape. 

SULPHUR SPRINGS. 
Cc. E. Beasley. 

TERRELL. 

G. T. Overstreet. 

TEXARKANA. 

R. W. Rogers. 
King & Mahaffey. 
Wheeler & Robison. 

TYLER. 

Johnson & Edwards. 

Troy Smith. 
WACO. 

Harry P. Jordan. 

O. L. Stribling. 

D. A. Kelley. 

W. M. Sleeper. 
WAXAHACHIE. 

J. L. Gammon. 


UTAH. 
FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 
LOGAN. 
J. C. Walters. 
MOUNT PLEASANT. 
James W. Cherry. 
OGDEN. 
C. A. Boyd. 
Geo. Halverson, 
N. J. Harris, 
A. G. Horn. 
C. H. Hollingsworth. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 
G. W. Bartch. 
Booth & Lee. 
W. M. Bradley. 
L. Eggleston Cluff. 
EK. B, Critchlow. 
W. M. Folland. 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Hon. Thos, 
Marioneaux. 
Thomas Ramage. 
Skeen & Skeen. 
Benner X. Smith. 
Ray Van Cott. 
Waldemar Van Cott. 
J. T. Wooton. 
Richard W. Young. 
, 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL, 

Guy Wilson, 
CHELSEA 

Hon. Geo. ie Stow. 
ISLAND PON 

Harry B. a 


F Laird. 
Se 
D. A. Lafountain. 
NEWPORT. 
Walter H. Cleary. 
NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 
ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 
VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA. 


ARRINGTON. 
Will T. Snyder. 
BRISTOL. 
Morison, Morison & 
Robertson, 
CLIFTON FORGE. 
Oo. B. Harvey. 
EASTVILLE. 
Louis S. Sacks. 
FAIRFAX. 
Cc. Vernon Ford. 
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GATE CITY. 
Will H. Nickels. 
HARRISONBURG. 
D. O. Dechert. 
LEESBURG. 

Edwin E. Garrett. 
LEXINGTON. 

H. St. George 

Tucker. 

LYNCHBURG. 

Duncan Drysdale. 
MARION. 

Geo. F. Cook. 
NEWPORT NEWS. 
F. H. Skinner. 

NORFOLK. 
J. Edward Cole. 
R. W. Peatross. 
Sargeant & Sar- 
geant. 
Thomas W. Shelton. 
PETERSBURG. 
Bernard Mann. 
—— & Bohan- 
chan iB Pollara. 
PHOEB 
Ww. H , =a 
RICHMOND. 
Sherlock Bronson. 
Geo. Bryan. 
A. W, Patterson. 
Lawrence R. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Robert H. Talley. 
Thos. I. Talley. 
J. McD. Wellford. 
ROANOKE. 
W. Bruce Buford. 
E. C. Dickerson. 
Jackson & Henson. 
Staples & Cocke. 
Woods, Chitwood & 
Coxe. 


STAU INTON. 
Taylor McCoy. 
VICTORIA. 
Geo. E. ‘Allen. 
WARRENTON. 
Wm. Horgan. 
WINCHESTER 
Warren Rice. 
WASHINGTON. 
ABERDEEN. 
W. A. Ackerman.® 
A. E. Graham. 
sk 
D. Carson. 
COLVILLE, 
Lon Johnson. 
ELLENSBURG. 
John H. McDaniels. 
HARRINGTON. 
H. W. Reading. 
MOUNT VERNON. 
Wilbra Coleman. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 


Edward Brady. 
Vivian M. Carkeek. 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. E. Claypool. 
Grover E. Desmond. 
Cassius E. Gates. 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 
McClure & McClure. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
Winter S. Martin. 
Harold Preston. 





SEATTLE. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Martin Rozema. 
Roberts, Wilson & 


Skeel. 
John J. ‘chemin 
SHE >. 
ogan, 


M. 
SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 
SPOKANE. 
Cannon & Ferris. 
Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum. 
J. B. Lindsley. 
TACOMA 
Chas. O. “Bates. 
Chas. Bedford. 
Ellis, Fletcher & 
Evans. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund. 
Raymond J. McMil- 
- lan. 
Sullivan & 
Christian. 
WALLA WALLA. 
W. G. Coleman. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BECKLEY. 

Cc. Overton Dunn. 
BLUEFIELD. 

Arthur F. Kingdon. 

Lee & Tanner. 
SS 


Bowers & Gilchrist. 
B. T. Clayton. 
Hogg & Dunbar. 
McClintic, Mathews 
& Campbell. 
Payne, Minor & Bou- 
chelle. 
Harry E. Penhale. 
Price, Smith, Spil- 
man & Clay. 
M. F. Stiles. 
CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 
Harvey F. Smith. 
Stout & Meredino. 
CLAY. 
B. C. Bakle. 
ELKINS. 
A. M. Cunningham. 
FAIRMONT. 
3. Armstrong. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 
Dillon & Nuckolls. 
GRAFTON. 
J. Guy Allender. 
HINTON. 
Thos. N. Read. 
HUNTINGTON. 
Fitzpatrick, Camp- 
bell, Brown & 
Davis. 
W. L. Ferguson. 
Vinson & Thompson. 
IAEGER. 
D. L. Auvil. 
MARLINGTON. 
S. H. Sharp. 
MORGANTOWN. 
Wm. C. Cramer. 
OAK HILL. 
J. M. Ellis. 
PARKERSBURG. 
Merrick & Smith. 
F. P. Moats. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 
W. H. Wolfe. 





PINEVILLE. 

J. Albert Toler. 
POINT PLEASANT. 

Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 
SPENCER. 

Harper & Baker. 
bed ag ig ~ SPRINGS. 

L. Cutlip. 

WELLSBURG: 

F. A. Chapman. 
WHEELING. 

G. R. C, Allen. 

McCamic & Clarke. 

J. Bernard Handlan. 
WESTON. 

Robert L. Bland. 
WILLIAMSON 

John H. Greene. 

Hon. James Damron. 

Lant R. Slaven. 


WISCONSIN. 


ANTIGO. 

Chas H. Avery. 
APPLETON. 

Hon. Francis S. 

Bradford. 

ARCADIA. 

Frank E. Hebert. 
ASHLAND. 

Allan aa Pray. 
BARAB 

J. W. , 
BELOIT. 

H. W. Adams. 
BURLINGTON. 

Louis H. Rohr. 
COLBY. 

Frank A. Jackson. 
EAST MILWAUKEE. 


Hon. Jos. E. Cordes. 


EAU CLAIRE. 

Cc. T. Bundy. 

L. M. Sturdevant. 
ELLSWORTH. 

John E. Foley. 
ELROY. 

Henry C. Rowan. 
FOND DU LAC. 

A. D. Sutherland. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Chas. E. Briere. 

Frank W. Calkins. 

Coggins & Brazeau. 
GREEN BAY. 


Minahan & “Minahan. 


A. McComb. 


Dennison Wheelock. 


HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 
HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 
LA CROSSE. 
Geo. H. Gordon 
A. H. Schubert. 
MADISON 
Buell & Lucas. 
Gilbert & Ela. 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 


MANITOWOC. 

Emil Baensch. 

. S&S. Schmitz. 

MAZOMANIE. 

S. A. Madigan. 
MERRILL. 

Runke & Naffz. 
MILWAUKEE. 


Alexander & Burke. 


Bottum, Bottum, 
Hudnall & Lecher 
Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Harvey M. Burns. 
Emmet J. Carrigan. 


Walter D. Corrigan. 


Curtis & Mock. 
Paul D. Durant. 

H. L. Faton. 

H. F. Friedrich. 
John A. F. Groth. 
Andrew Gilbertson. 
W. A. Hayes. 





Ulrich Hiller. 

F. P. Hopkins. 

H. R. Manger. 

Thos. A. Manning. 

Robert N. McMynn. 

Max Mysell. 

N. B. Neelen. 

J. L. O'Connor. 

Rix & Barney. 

A. G. Schwefel. 

Henry W. Stark. 

W. O. Thomas. 

Leo J. Topolinski. 

Van Dyke, Shaw, 
a ru & Van 


yke. 
cuirton Williams. 
NASHOTA. 

B. M. Goldman. 
OSHKOSH. 

John W. 
OWEN. 

Bert C. Bently. 
PLATTEVILLE. 

Jesse J. Ruble. 
PORTAGE. 

Daniel H. Grady. 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 

J. P. Evans. 

Hon. W. R. Graves. 
RACINE. 

Chas. Krenzke. 

John H. Liegler. 

Gittings & Moyle. 
ng 

A. Johns. 

RHINELANDER. 

E. D. Minahan. 
SHEBOYGAN. 

Wm. B. Collins, 

Paul T. Krez. 
STEVENS POINT. 

J. R. Pfiffner. 


Hume. 


VIROQU A. 
J. Henry Bennett. 


' WATERTOWN. 


Blumen- 


( . Conway. 
U. 


Brown, Pradt & 
Genrich. 

WEST SUPERIOR. 
Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 

Ww YOMING. 

CHEYENNE. 

Hon. Charles E. 
Blydenburg. 

W. C. Kinkead. 

Herbert V. Lacey. 

EVANSTON. 

Reuel Walton. 

ROCK SPRINGS. 

F. W. Johnson. 

a 
Cc. A. Kutcher. 

BRAZIL 

RIO DE JANEIRO. 

Richard P Momsen. 


MONTRE AL. 
Victor E. Mitchell. 
HALIFAX. 
H. Mellish. 
JAPAN. 
TOKIO. 
Chas. Pergler. 
NEW ZEALAND. 
WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 
PERU. 
LIMA. 


J. N. Rose. 
SCOTLAND. 
GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 








